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Division of Water Rights
P.O. Box 2000, Sacramento' CA 95812'2000

Info: (916) 341-5300, FAX: (916) 341-5400 Web: hlts&&slsblss,s

SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT OF WATER DIVERSION AND USE FORM

Owner(s) of Record:

EL DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT

Primary Contact:

EL DOMDO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
2890 MOSQUITO RD
PLACERVILLE, CA 95667

Phone No. 530-622-4513

Fax No.

E-mail Address:

Source Name: SLAB CREEK

TrlbutaryTo:

County: El Dorado

Diversion wlthln: SW 1/4 of NE 1/4 Section 28,1 '12 N, R 12 E' MDB&M

Agent:

Address:

Phone No.

Fax No.

E-mail Address:

Year of First [lse: 1 889

Name of Diversion woiks:

Assessor Parcel Nuriiber
of the Diversion Site:

A.

B.

D, QuantitV of Water Used:
Gallons

The quantity of water used each month and entered in the table below is

Million Gallons (MG) 

- 

Acre-feet (AF) --+-

E. purpose of Use - Specify number of acres inigaied, stock watered, persons served, etc.

Inigation Stockwatering
Other (specify) ind

Domestic

K*/lp
s01 4323

2006, 2007
I

Notifying the Dir,lision of Water Rights of ownership or address

changdls is the responsibili$ of the claimant
-''-eI

I

Please Complbte and Retum This Form by JULY 1' 2008

Year Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept
lP"

Nov Dec Average
Rate

2005 o 0 U 0 5^48 12 -o tz.o -f,a 7 "4S 5-91 0 9.1
2006 o n n o 1? n l? o 'r, o -aL R-IL 0^41 ru.
2007 0 o 0 12 -o 17, -O r2-0 a -64 6 -23 5-7 t8-3 0 q

F.

u.

Chanoes in Method of Diversion - Describe a-ny changes in your project since your previous statement 
lVas 

filed.

Na* nUE-"3.'etg?r"oJii!W dam, locatjon of diversion' etc.)

Parcel Number(s) of Place of

please answer only those questions below which are applicable to your project.

1 . Conservation of water

a. Are you now employing water @nservation efforts? YES 
-X

D e scri be a ny w{.J ElT:.rt',?n 
ef forts yo u h ave i n iti ated :-

lf you are claiming credit for water conservation under section 101'1 of the Water Code for your

show the amount of water conseryed:

Reduction in Diversions:
Year (AF/MG) Year 

- 

(AF/MG) Year

Page 1 of 2

pre-191 4 appropriative right, please

(AF/MG)

sT-suPPL (4-08)



Reductron in consumptive use: /F\
Year 2O0 s s00 {(APMG) year 2006 @,rot v""' 2oo7--541 

-GDue)I have data to support the above suriace water use

Water quality and wastewater reclamation

Are you now or have you been using reclaimed water
a degree which unreasonably affects such water for

ffi"re8t'"rt:/t's' :*r6'y;3j year 2 o o 6
r r,aue EaFto;ffii-iiffi 

"Y*r""" 
*ate, uG due

3. Conjunctive use of surface water and groundwater

a. Are you now using groundwater in lieu of surface water?

b. lf you are claiming credit due to the substitution of

a wastewater treaiment faciiity, desalination facility or water polluted by waste to
reneficial uses? YES X Nb _.

2,782

NOX
for a claimed pre-1914 appropriative right under section 101 1 .5 of the Water

due to conservation efiorts. YES _NO

L lf you are claiming credit due to the substitution of water, desalinated waier or polluted water in lieu of a claimed 0re.1914
appropriative right under section 1 010 of the Water show amounts of reduced diversions and amounts of substitute water
supply used:

Amount of reduced diversion:
Year (AF/MG) Year _ (AF/MG) Year (AF/MG)

State the type of substiiute water supply:

Code, please show the amounts of qroundwater used:
Year (ADMG) year _
I have data to support the above-E[rface water use rer

/G) Year- a(@Mc)
of groundwaten VES 

- 

NO]1

|understandthatitmaybenecessarytodocumentthewatersaving.bc|armedinuP.bboveifcr
sousht in the tuture. 

ll_.1

oue to

I declare that the information in this report is true to the best of my [i,\owledge and belief.

PRINTED

Califomia

conceming water rights, please contact an attomey or wriie to this offce.
and Use, (2) Information Pertaining to Water Rights in Califomia, and

(last name)

lf there is insufiicient space for your answers,
CONTINUATION

use the space provided below or add an attachment sheet.

GENEML INFORMATION PERTAINING TO WATER RTGHTS IN CALIFORNTA
There are two principal types of surface water in Califomia. They are riparian and appropriative rights.

watershed as the water source and must never have been severed from the without reservation of the rioarian rioht to
the severed parcel. Generally, a riparian water user must share the water with other riparian users. Riparian rights may be used to divert the natural flow
of a stream but may not be used to store water for later use or to divert water originates in a different watershed, water previously stored by others, retum
flows ftom use of groundwater, or other Toreign" water to the natural stream

An aoorooriative riohi is required for use of water on non-riparian land and for of water. Generally, appropriative rights may be exercised only when
thereisasurplusnotneededbynparianwaterusers. AftertheformationotthlCalitomiaWaterCommissionbackonDeclmberig,tgtc,newEppropriators
have been required to obbin a permit and license from the State. rights can be granted to waters Toreign'to the natural stream system.

Statements of Water Diversion and Use must be filed by riparian and pre-.| water users as set forth in Water Code section 5100 with speciiic
exceptions. The filing of a stiatement (1) provides a record of water use, (2) the State to notify such users if someone proposes a new appropriation
upsteam from their diversions, and (3) assists the State to determine if additig,iial water is available for future appropriators.

The above discussion is provided for general information. For more spe"in" iJ

(first name)

El Dorado

rnitial)

We have several pamphlets available. They include: (1) Statements of
(3) Appropriation of Water in Califomia.

ST-SUPPL Page 2 of s000972
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Supplemental Statement of Water Diversion and Use s0l 323 % S %2007

for presumed

for non-potable
water supplies and

som Lake per Warren
enhancements upstream

conver,ted to El

C&D

E&F

G.l.a.

G.1.b and

G.2.b

Contract amounts; actual deliveries at Folsom were I5Yo less to
conveyance loss. Season of diversion is April thru October.

This right was formerly used in conjunction with Summerfield
agricul'tural uses. All ditch customers have been converted to
the point of diversion in 2005, 2006, and2007 was moved to Fo
Act contracts with USBR. Purposes of use converted to wildli
of Folsom, and domestic, municipal and industrial use. Place
Dorado Hills area within District boundaries.

Update; and all agricultural measures reported in our usBR Fivd-year water
Management Plan Update. 

ll
il

Reduction/substitution volumes are District-wide (excluding agrilcultural IMS program),
and not attributable solely to this right. ll



DrscussroN oF Comannrs oN Tr{E
EID RrlocATroN or Warrn Rrcnrs
Mrrrcaruo Nnc,q,Trtrt Dncr,anarroN

Submitted to the

El Dorado Irrigation District Board of Directors

June 6,2005
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received are attached to this document.

ConnzmNTs AND DlscussroN oF CoinrnNrs

Commen,ts of California Native Plant Societv
P.O, Box 377
Coloma, CA 95613
Comments dated May 26,2005

The following are comments of the California Native Plant Society (
to these comments.

and staff s resDonses

Comment #1: The document lacks disclosure of potentially significant
plant species.

verse impacts to rare

Rqsponse #1: The document discloses the presence of rare plants, ifies the [rotential
growth-inducing effects of the project on rare plants, and prescribes mitigation measure.
designed to eliminate the growth-inducing effects on rare plants. See
Figures 13 and 14, and Attachment 4 of the MND.

22'.30r31,

Comment #2: The iS and mitigated ND fails to evaluate the impacts on plants occurring on
presently undeveloped properties that may receive water from this projectl[in the future. As
mentioned in the document, five threatened and endangered plants occur'{vithin on gabbro
soils in the in the Cameron Park area of El Dorado County. The documentifails to mention that
an additional ihree specie's (Chlorogalium grandiflorum, Helianthemum s escens, and

(CEQA Guidelines 1 53 80).

Response #2: The impact identified in the MND was the "potential growth-inducement
tified in.thein the Gabbro Soil Plants Ecological Preserve," with the latter'6as

Recovery Plan for Gabbro Soil Plants of the Central Sierra Nevada thills (USFWS
2002)." The MND did not identify Chlorogalium grandiflorum, Helia themuvn



I

il

oijfursion of Comments on the

EID,iRelocation of Water tughts
Mifigated Negative Declaration

suffrutescens, or Wyethia reticulata by name. However, the
identifies and enbompasses the five listed species as well as

the USFWS Recovery Plan states at page II-4 as follows:

refbren
Wyethia

Recovery Plan
In addition.

Eight rare plant species are associated with gabbroic or tine-
derived soils near the Pine Hill formation in western El D do County
within chaparral or woodland communities - the six target ies of
this recovery plan plus two other species of concern (
grandiflorum [Red Hills soaproot] and llelianthemum suffr
[Bisbee Peak rush rose].). Because most of their occurrence! are not on
gabbro soil formations, the two latter species will be covere{ in other
recovery plans for the portion of their range off the Pine Hill
formation 

il

Thus, although the MND did not identiff individual plant species by iiame, its discussion of
potential growth-inducing impacts to the Gabbro Soil Plants Ecologicfl Preservg, and the
mitigation,measune it prescribed to eliminate those impacts, necessarily included all species
that could foreseeably be significantly impacted. (We hereby incorpo,{rate the Recovery
Plan by reference into the record of proceedings for this action.) 

ll

ll

Comment #3: The CEQA Guidelines further state that "A Lead Agency $hall find that a project
may have a significant effect on the environment and thereby require an EIIR to be prepared
when any of the following conditions occur . . . reduce the number or restt'lict the range of a rare
or endangered plant or animal." (CEQA Guidelines 15065). In this projept, the watqr supplied
by the new diversions could result in the reduction of the number of rare pjlants withigr even the
modified service boundary proposed by EID. 

il
rl

Response #3: The CEQA Guideline quoted above was amended effecfive September 7,
2004. The Guideline presently reads as follows (new material is italiciped):

ll,
A lead agency shall find that a project may have a significa{t effect on
the environment and thereby require an EIR to be prepared for the
project where there is substantial evidence, in light of the whiTle record,
that any of the following conditions may occur: (1) The prd,'ject has the
potential to . . . substantially reduce the number or restrict t[e range of
an endangered, rare or threatened species." 

il
II

As, originally proposed, the authorized place of use for water in this plfoject would have
included lands within the Gabbro Soil Plants Ecological Preserue, Urtlo"triae of EID's
existing Service Area. With very limited exceptions (see GovernmentllCode section 56133),
EID cannot serrye water to lands not annexed to its Service Area. Nevprtheless, the MND
recognized that the potential availability of this water supply to preselive lands outside of 

,

EID might increase the likelihood or intensity of their development, afrd therefore the
MND identified this possibility as a growth-inducing impact.

Cqnversely, water is already available to any parcel within the EID Service Area,
including parcels that are within the preserwe, upon compliance with

)

D's Rules and



on of Comments on the

Regulations' (we l-:.u! incorporate by reference the District's zods water Resources

rrolvu rl,vvrsD uuulu rea(l ro rne reouctron m numbers of rare plants and

::::*_?lln:"':_.:',"j rhis is a potentiauy significant efr"ct on ,i;^;;;;dlr*"it requiring thepreparation of an EIR.

with the above principles in mind, the MND prescribed a mifiqatioJ -"u,any growth-inducingeffects of the project ooi"'.. plants _ rem'ovird "ii;;currently within ErD's Service Area from the authorized place of ;.iF;;"';
water supplies. 

ll

we will discuss each of these points in greater detail in our 
"espooseilto 

th.
Comment #4: [T]he effect of growth inducement on the area occupi.d d, rare plant species issilgnificant for several reasons. First, there are numerous parcels in the nprthem?"r, li*i"" "rthe EID service boundary which are inclLrded as priority i r*ar i" il;Rg;;y phn for Gabb.rrSoils Plants of the Central Sierra Nevada Foothills (US Fish and wildifdl Service 2002).Some,c
these parcels are presently undeveloped and others atttrougtr J*.r"p"Jfl;;;;"""loped turthegiven the existing zoning in the *.u- Th. Service determiied that conser,fation of these lands"must be taken to prevent extinction or to prevent a species f,o,oi;;ilJ,|* ;;;*ribly in rheforeseeable future'".(Id', p. III-37). As a result, development of these r*d! trrut are critical to theconservation of the listed species could lead to the reductioo in n,r-l"t;8f ; ;;;;;; '" "*

) Relocation of Water fuehts
itigated Negative Declariion

the preserve but
f the MND.
e existing.EID

water supplies
that designation

insufficient access. ,

, might prevent

Id, in turi, result.
those potential

restrict the range
re plants could

g the specifics of
ng EID Service

Reseqnse #4: The project's potentiar to provide water to parcers witri

?!r::!: the existing EID Service Area is discussed on pages 22 and 30
Specifica'lly, the current lack of water availability in iar"ets outside
service Area is an obstacle to growth. If the 

"otiori".J 
prace of use

from this project incrudes lands outside of the existing EiD service
could remove an obstacle to growth, arthough other of,stacres, such
the need for annexation, financiar infeasibility, or a host of other facgrowth on any such parcels.

lh_ere such parcels-might host rare plant species, adverse impacts ccTo be deemed significant_under cnda Guiderines section r5065(a)(l
impacts would have to substantially reduce the number or substantia
of those species. At this time, whetler and to what degree impacts to
occur is speculative because there is no evidence,in thJrecord regardi
future development and plant occurrences on lands outside of the exis
Area.

Notwithstanding the speculative nature of growth-inducing effects in
eligible fo receive the rediverted water, the MND identified this as a r

impact and prescribed a mitigation measure to eliminate it. The miti
removes from the project's authorized place of use all preserve areas
existing IEID Service Area boundaries.

non-EID lands
tially slgnificant

tion measure
t are outside
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*.,1
DiScussion of Comments on the

EID Relocation of Water Rights
i,iisatea Negative Dec laralio n

In contrast, using the rediverted water within the existing EID Serviie Area, even within
preserve lands, would not result in new significant impacts attrihuta{le to this project. No
new impacts would result because water is already presently availablp to these lands on the
same basis as anywhere else in EID's Service Area. Therefore, tack {f water supplies is not
presently a constraint to development on preserye lands within EID'{ Service Area, and
this project does not change that status quo. 

it

As does any public utility, EID has a legal duty to serve customers *itnio its service area
upon reasonable terms and conditions, including reasonable extensiofis of service within
the territorial bounds. (See, e.g., Swanson v, Marin Municipal Water'iittrtrt (1g76) 56
Cal.App.3d 512, 523; California Water & Telephone Co. v. Public Utililies Commission
(1959) 51 Cal.2d. 478,493.) An irrigation district may not arbitrarilyj discriminate amongst
water users within the district. (Ivanhoe Irrigation District v. All Parips and Persons (1957)
47 Cal.2d 597,636.) It has been held that each landowner within theldistrict has a vested
right to the use of a definite proportion of an irrigation district's wat$r supply. (Merchants
National Bank v. Escondido Inigation District (1904) 144 CaL.329,334,.) It has also been
held that a landowner can bring a lawsuit against the officers of an irliigation district for '

their negligent or willful failure to perform its legal duty of furnishin! the landowner with

Cal. 542,544-545.\.
a portion of the district's available water. (Nissen v. Cordua lruigatidit District (L928) 204

Thus, this project does not change in any way the potential for ment on preserve
lands within EID's serryice area. That risk to the plant species is
b4seline, and not an effect of this project.

rare species. Thus, the adverse impacts of failing to protect lands
extinction ofrare species have not been disclosed.

Response #5: For the reasons stated above, EID respectfully disa
'mitigated will have any adverse effect, let alone a significant one, on
no control over County policies or regulations regarding deve
General Plan EIR considered impacts of plan alternatives on
whole, rather than separately considering whether impacts on gabb
significant.

adopted by El Dorado County. The EIR for the general plan fails to recogfrize that these
differences in preserve location have the potentia,l to contribute to the extilrction of some of these

of the environmental

to prevent the

that this,.project as

re plants. EID has
The County's

tatus species as a

soil rare plants were



First, the zoning ordinance passed by the Bos requires that to develop 1
cgunty's rare plant preserve boundary, the projeci proponent must,.add

included in the

I

I
^.1Discussion of Comments on the
EID Relocation of Water fughts
Mitigated Negative Declaration

w_I.:*h1Pation.onElDoradoCounty,simplementatior]|oftherareplantmitigation program must be considered when evaluating impacts. In rf$,eiborado County
Board of Supervisors (B^oS) adopted a program of mitilation measures 16. trr"r*. plant area.
The program consists of direction on mitigation requiretents and a "fee i" ri"u of -itigation,,
Togtu*. (County govemment code Chapter 17.7I and Resolution No. ZqS-gg). El Eorado
County has failed to administer this program in two important aspects tnd,t cottiUute to the
potential for adverse impacts beyond those analyzed in existing environrdental do"uments.

mitigation for
cases, there are
ions allowins on-site

set asides of land, dedication of a "perpetual conservation easement" for bitat protection is
licy conservation
conservatron

impacts to rare plants on an individual basis.', (chaptei 17.71.210). In sr
tlrpee options for developing land based mitigation measwes. In the two

required. county Planning staff has confirmed that contrary to adopted p
easements are not required for those projects using these options. Abs.rrt
easement held by a third party, there is no vehicle to monitor the manage
lar,rds. when asked directly, representatives at the planning Departmenlv

set aside lands to be managed in ways that are not compatible with rare p
clearing to bare ground, livestock holding and grazing, and intensive lan,
are just a few examples of uses that are cornmon on thi type of residenti
the preserve areas and generally are not compatible with rare plant consr
conservation benefit that these on-site mitigation lands provide to the rare
and it is quite possible that adverse impacts to these sp..i.s, such as a red

assigned in 1998. The fee was originally assigned based on assumptions
needing protection, the number of dwelling units contributing to the miti

have increased substantially yet the mitigation fee, intendei to mitigate
their habitat, has remained the same. As a result, rare plants and habitat
plant preserve system are being lost at a rate greater than that
of mitigation fees. This change results in greater uncompensated reducti

a list of the projects and their locations were the set asides were establi although.it was
suggested that approximately ten projects had been under taken since 1 . The County has not'
established a program to monitor the use of the set aside lands. There is a igh potential for the

persistqnce.

ing and watering

t ofthese set aside.
not able to provide

tion. Thus. the
lants is not known
ion in numbers, are

t area of land
ion fee prbgram and

Ioss of rare plants and
ide of the county's

for by the collection
in the number of

ongolng.

Seoond, the county zoning ordinance directs the annual review of the miti ation fee first

the cost of acquired lands. Although directed to do so annualiy, the fee has never been
reviewed by the BoS. Since 1998, land values in the county (especially i urbanizing areas)

rare plants than previously disclosed and is significant under cEeA.

Response #6: The county's mitigation program and administration
development in the preserve is relevant only to the counfy's processi
development projects proposed within the preserve area. Because
such a project, EID's project is not subject to and has no factual nexu
pro.gram and fees referenced in the comment. For the reasons explai
project's provision of water within EID's existing service Area does r

mitigation fees for
of specific
is not proposing
to the Counfy

above. this
t alter the existing

environmental stat'us quo. Potential defects in the county's progranl fees ane land-use'



a. Protection of lands outside the County's preserve boundary an{ within the recovery
plan boundary. Such protection could be accomplished by El nor,fdo County through
changes in its land use plan or by EID's acquisiiion of the specifi{ lands with the giD

, seryice area that are necessary to prevent the extinction of the rar{ nlant species.
it

b. EID could hold and monitor the conservation easements requirAa fot the set aside lands'. defined in the County's zoning ordinance. As a government agen{y, EID can hold
conservation easements. EID's establishment of a monitoring and]lenforcement program
would then insure that the set aside lands were protected for 

-their 
lintended .rse - to

preserve rare plants and their habitat in perpetuity. 
il

. c. Make changes to the mitigation fee structure that keep pace wit[r tfre incredsing cost of
land. EID could make a request of El Dorado County to review thb fees. EID could
develop a proposal for the -ounty's periodic adjustments in fees dased in a yearly index.
of housing and land prices as a mechanism to enswe annual adiustments to the fee.
Alternatively, EID could make a payment to the mitigation nr"i t{at compensates for the
County's under collection of fees. 

il

Each of the above would reduce the level of impacts to rare species by pr$tecting habitat that is
necessary to prevent extinction of these rare species. These measures, ho{ever, are not
suffrcient to reduce the level of impact to less than significant and an El\lmust still be preparedt

il
rl

Response #7: EID is not proposing any specific development project [n the preserve and
has fully mitigated potential growth-inducing impacts on the p..r.*{ by excluding from
the project those portions of the preserre that are not alreadyin EIDilService Area
boundanies. Because no new potentially signi{icant impacts haroe bee{i identified for EID's
project as mitigated, neither the adoption of additional mitigation melhs,,.es .ro.,
preparation of an EIR is required. Nevertheless, the comment provicies an opportunity foi
EID to summarize significant accomplishments it has already 

""tti.ou'[ 
in each of the above

ilsubject areas. 
il

The commentor first suggests that EID acquire preserre lands itself. iln fact, EID has
refreatedly parficipated in the acquisition of p."r.*. lands that are oj,litni" both thercpeareqry paruclpateo tn tne acqursition of preserve lands that are wjithin both the
Recovery Plan boundary and EID's Service Area, but outside of the dounty,s preserve
system. In 1997, EID contributed $834,000 to the 117-acre Phase f pri]rcnase of the
Cameron lXill unit of the preserve. In 1998, EID contributed $500,00d to the 63-acre phase
II purchase of the Cameron Park unit. At the time of these $1,334,000 contributions, the ,

Cameron Park preserve was not part of the County's designated p
Decernber 2002, EID contributed $212,500 to the acquisition of the

e svstem. In
acre Zee property,

which is within EID's existing Service Area. As part of the Zee

6

purchase, EID
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il
I

Dibcussion of Comments on the

EIb Relocation,of Water Rights
Ntitigated Negative Declaration

also was instrumental in persuading a private developer to contribulb SZS,OOO'.toward the
purchase price. ;t

it

The above transactions represent EID contributions in excess of Sf ,Sl[0,000 for,more than
400 acres of preserve lands. All of these contributions were at EID'slldiscretion,- none were
compelled by CEQA or other environmental laws. In addition, 

". " S"-ber of the El
Dorado County water Agency Board of Directors, EID urged and h{$ed approve a
contribution of $828,000 for preserwe land purchases in 2002. Furth$r, for years EID hasioruuu rur pr€ucrve ra[q purctrases tn zvvz. .ruruner, Ioryears r,il) n

been actively and successfully lobbying Congressman John DoolittXe fo obtain federal
fund'ing for preserue acquisition. Thanks in part to our efforts, Con{ressman Doolittle
obtained legislation in 2001 and2002 that provided a total of
been expended for extensive preserve purchases.

ail of which has

numerous preserve land acquisitions. 
il

rl

The commentor next proposes that EID hold and manage preserve kifds to ensure they are
protected for their intended use. EID concurs completely that all prg'serve land.b are best
managed by a public agency. In past transactions, the consensus of tfie funding parties has
been that the Bureau of Land Management is best situated to take or{fnership of the land.
The BLM, in turn, wanted full participation in the management of thj! lands and initiated a
Management Advisory Group. BLM's effort resulted in a Cooperati$e Management
Agreement for the preserve lands, which EID signed in March 2001. il(We hereny
incorporate the Cooperative Management Agreement by reference inlo the record of
proceedings for this action. Relevant provisions of the Agreement ani! summ artzed below.)

'il
The purpose of the Cooperative Management Agreement is "to coordfnate to the fullest
extent possible the protection, care, regulation, administration, impr{vement, restoration
and management of those lands." A Management Plan is the crux of ilhat efforJ. EID's
only assigned role with respectto land ownership is to provide access find maintenance on
its waten main easements within preserve lands to minimize the impaift on plants and
habitat. EID is open to other arrangements, but the commentor's pr{posal represents a

In addition, EID has paid more than $3,000,000 in Habitat Resto n Fees in connection
with its purchases of water from the United States Bureau of Reclamhtion. The USBR's
Habitat Restoration Fund has been an additional, significant source df funding for

significant change of course that would need the consent of the othen barties to the
Cooper'ative Management Agreement.

EID is an active participant in activities under the cooperative Mana t Agreement,
including the development of the Management Plan. [n2002,2003, 2004, EID

created bv theprovided $25,000 each year to help fund the Preserve Manager pos
Agreement. Funds have also been budgeted for this purpose in 2005. This commitment

lant pneservation.represents an additional $100,000 in voluntary EID funding for rare

Finally, the commentor proposes that EID urge the County to amend ts fee structure, or
ll in the County'sesfablish a mitigation fee of its own to help compensate for any sho

collection of funds. In fact, EID has had its own in-lieu mitigation fi for rare plant
new servicepreserve acquisition since 1998. EID imposes a surcharge of $345
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DiSpussion of Comments on the
EIQ Relocation of Water Rights---t -_-_----_-
Mitigated Negative Dec laration

connection on every water meter purchased within EID's existing Sewt
ndt the new service is within the designated preseme lands or the range

Area, whether or
the rare plant

species. Originally a temporary surcharge, this fee was made in earlv 2003.

Comment #8: Cbnserving the rare plant species associated with the gabtjfo soils in El Dorado
County can only be accomplished by agencies and the public working r. It is only through

this unique suitethe diligent implementation of programs adopted on paper that we can p- ---r- ll---- -----
of plants. This decision point, to change water diversion points and use, isilttre opportunity for
EID to review the implementation and effectiveness of the conservation for these rare
plants and disclose the effects of these efforts on this sensitive resource. Strch a review and
discloswe is the right thing to do to protect the resource and it is also necq,bsary to meet the intent
of CEQA. 

;l
rl

Response #8: EID agrees that the conservafion of these species can odly occur through the
cooperative efforts of government agencies and the public. As the abdve discussion shows,,
EID backs its words with action - EID has been and will continue to bje an active
participant in all such efforts. Our partners to date include the Burefu of Land
Management, United States Fish & Wildlife Service, California Deparfment of Fish &
Game, California Department of tr'orestry and Fire Protection, El Dorrlado County, and the.
American River Conservancy. We would be pleased to explore oppo4iunities to partner
with the California Na,tive Plant Society, as well. il ,

I
With respect to the matter at hand, EID has carefully evaluated the EID Relocation of
Water Rights project in meeting its CEQA obligations. Although the lfroject's potential
impact on rare plants was somewhat speculative, EID took a conservdtive approach by
identifying and then elimina,ting the impact by imposing a mitigation foeasure that restricts
the authorized place of use for this water supply to EID's existing Ser$ice A1ea. Although '

additional mitigation is not required for this Relocation of Water Rig$ts project, EID's
sustained, significant, and ongoing contributions toward establishing {nd managing the
preserve should be recognized.

In fact, those contributions were recognized in a November 22,2002 l{}ter to our,Board of
Directons from Alan Ehrgott, Executive Director and Debi Drake-Mailrer, President of the
American River Conservancy. (We hereby incorporate that letter by ce into the
record of proceedings for this action.) In that letter, they said that th{lBoard of Directors
of ARC "feels compelled to make the following statement: The n River
Conservancy has found that the El Dorado Irrigation District has a full and
cooperative partner in the formation and management of the Pine Hili Preserve System.
The Conservancy has not or will not use any decision made by EID relarding the funding
of rare plant acquisitions as a reason to oppose any EID claim to wateF from Folsom
Lake."



M,,itigated Negative Declaration

Comments of State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Wa{er Rights
P.O, Box 2000 :l --
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 

ll

Comments received May 26,2005 , il

The following are comments of the State water Resources control eouifa (swRCB) and staffs
responses to these comments. 

,l

Comment #1: The amount of water diverted under the pre-l914 rights ql.rst U" accurately
quantified to ensure that EID does not increase diversions, ytrl t# ;$;;ithis project. An
increase in the amount of water diverted, beyond the original right, couldiiinitiut. a new waterright' Initiation of a new water right would require the dting of"a new.p$Li."ii"" to'appropriate
water' In addition, an increase in diversion .ould potentially impact insiipam beneficiai usls,
public trust resources, and downstream watel righi hotders. pursuant to dgqA, EID must
disclose potential impacts caused by the project-as a whole. 

il- 

- -

EID has submitted records to the Division for the pre-1914 diversions intJ rarmers Free Ditch
and Gold Hill Ditch for water years 1996 , IggT and 1998. The Division {o", oot haVe records of
water use pertaining to these diversions prior to 1996. EID has submittedllrecords regarding the
Summerfield Ditch diversion from 1994to 1998. Prior to lgg4,theoiriJl* does rrot haue
records of this diversion. 

ll

tl

Regarding the pre-l914 rights, EID must show continuous use of the *"tdlr diverted. If, from
1914 to the present, water was not used for a period of five years, tft" -ut$ ight -uy be lost,
pursuant to Water Code section I24L If, after 1914, the *ut.. use dimini$rr.irot a period of at.
least five years' part of the water right may be lost. EID has not shown ifrAitf-*"rer.use has
been justified by a continuous demand for the water or that there has u"."ll"ooti"uous water use
since 1914. !l

il
rl

il

Dllscussion of Comments onthe
EID Relocation of Water Rights

been lustified by a continuous demand for the water or that there has beenllcontinuous water use
since lel4 

il
tl

EID has not provided the Division with enough information to substantiat{ trre claim of pre-1914
water rights. Division staffrequests that EID submit detailed information jfo, proorof the nature
of the claimed rights, Yh:" they were perfected and for what amount;, ;,rib;r;r, and diversion
seasons. In addition, the information should include proof that the rigiris illa U..o maintained
through continuous diversion and use. 

il
II

The proposed diversions from Folsom Lake under apre-1914 claim .u*o{lexceed the available
water from the stream, as it was diverted under the pie-1914 rights. Undeff this project, the rate
of diversion and season of diversion must mirror the rate and sJason 

"f 
di.1b;;l;n of the pre- I 914,claims' The diversion season cannot be changed under pre-1914 rights uft{r th" right isinitiated.,

Response #1: The portion of the project before the swRCB - a petit
nlace of use, point of rediversion, and purpose of use for weber Rese
does not involve the pre-1914 water rights that are the subject of th,is
2,2005 meeting with swRCB staff and counsel, the swRCB clarified
was made by the swRCB as a cEeA responsible agency commenting

n for Change of the
oir's water rights -
mment. In a June
hat this comment /
n matters within its

area of expertise, but is not intended as a criticism o1th" substantive equacy of the MND.



I

il

Discussion of Cornments on the
EIp Relocation,of Water Rights
Mitigated Negative Declaraiion

As documentedrin the MgD, ErD does not believe that the changes tJ tn. pre-r914 waterrights have adverse environmental effects. EID intends to div#;;lr;;J amount of pre-
1914 water from Folsom Lake at the same season it was il;il;ry i[r.""d fon the ditches,and as it has been diverted under a series of three oo.-y.u, w";;;rT;cintracts with theUSBR' The USBR is the only water rights holder whose righrs ;;; Kr.""-."r"1""" '"*
obligations within and downstream of Folsom Resenoir ."ila u" 

"tr',[jr.a-ov 
the proposedproject. on May ll,2004rEID submitted a proposar and exhibits i"llsupport of thepnoposal to the UqlR for this project's long-ierm warren Act contrjllilTn" May 11,200.4proposal and exhibits provide the information requested by tle SW{C3 aoa *9 herebyincorporate them by reference into the record of iroceediog. ioitnfrll".tf"". In addition,EID wilt send the swRcB a copy of rhe May rl, iool p.op;;;i;;l usnn. r,n.compliance Division of swRCB staffwilt independe"uy d.t.i-tJt+h.il;'tnfiwncn,,

in its investigatory_role, will require EID to p.*io. aaditional i"f;"d;ti; regarding thesepre-1914 water rights. 
il \

Co+ment *z: The Bureau of Reclamation has indicated, per letter datedifuarch25,,2005,that
EID will measure the releases from weber Reservoir to confirm rh";;#li*u,., available
for rediversion at Folsom Lake. Division staff requests that th;;.;;i;il;;L included as
mitigation measures in the CEQA document. In addition, Division r"ff rfi;sts that EID
explain how they will monitor creek flows to ensure that diversi";r t;;F;iro", r*" do not
exceed what was taken at th9 original points of diversion, under trr. pr.-rdr-+ rigrrtr. EID shouldalso explain how they intend to comply with this monitoring pl; ' 

1^ 
^-'

,l

Resnonse #2: Water storage and flow_measuring gages are a part or {ro'. project and
have already been installed at weber Dam, as a"sIril"d at page 12,l+rand 14 of the MND.In a letter to the swRCB dated February 25,2005,the USIiR"r.q,r..t'p"J trrut tn" SryRCBinclude a reqpirement for EID to undertake a program to measure releases fnom weber

EID agreed to send a letter to the SWRCB formally .o"i"..i"g;trt-ff.sBli,s request,
which the SWRCB believes will give it the authority to satisfy USnn,{1."a".rt.

Comment #3: With regard to potential impacts to sensitive plant speci.r, ibiuirion staffnotes
that, pursuant to order 2001'22, EID shall cooperate with Elbotuai co"rlv in establ,ishins
preserve sites for eight sensitive plant species and their habitats. In your rdlrpotrr.
bID shourd 

"*prui'io* 'r,. 
*rir!"il""#;,il,:ffj#il:f::;:13:Jfi',::il'.:'Jii,*T.''

with this Order.

Response #3: Please see responses to CNPS comments.

Comment #4: Division staffreq,r:ests that EID submit a response to this

ResPons.e #4i In addition to transmitting a copy of the May ll, 2004 Vifarren Act contract
proposal and the concurrence letter described'in Response #2 above,din *m transmit a
copy of its responses to the CNPS and SWRCB comments to the SwRdB. rn the June 2.

letter.

t0



of Comments on the
Relocation of Water fughts

itigated Negative Declaration

t CBQA does not
2005 meeting with swRCB staff and counsel, the swRCB clarified
require any. additional responses from EfD.



John P. Fraser - Prendent

Division 2

H-ry J. Norris -.Vice President

Division 5

' Ane D. Deister
General Manager

Thomas D. Cumpston
General Counsel

€H Dorodo lrrigoftfom Efi

ln reply refer to: L1005-054

June 3, 2005

Katherine Mrowka
State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Rights
P.O. Box 2000
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

, Re: Notice of petitlon to Change Point of Diversion, Place of U
Purpose of Use - License 2184 (A01692)

Dear Ms. Ivlrowka:

This letter is to oonfirm that El Dorado lrrigation District, petitioner in above-named action,

concurs with and will accept the two conditions that the United State

proposed for inclusion in the State Water Resources Control Board's

The two conditions are proposed in a letter dated February 25,2005 Donna Tegelman, the

USBR's Regional Resource Manager of the USBR to Victory Whi the SWRCB's Chief of the

Division of Water Rights. A copy is attached for reference.

j,_

I

Thank you for your continued cooperation in this matter.

Very truly yours,

EL DORADO IRzuGATION DISTRICT

/ii .,,1 /1/// '../{''--+--
/ _-f,/1/,i^.u,,/ ,1 t iltn'//\--
'Thomas D. Curfpston
General Counsel.

TDCjh

Enclosure

.cc: Robert Donlan, Esq. (w/ encl.)
Chris Word (w/ encl.)

,, David Witter (w/ encl.)
. Megan Sheely, SWRCB (w/ encl.)

Dana Heinrich, Esq., SWRCB (w/ encl.)

l

George 1ifl Osborne - Divrsion 1 'William L. George - Drvision 3 ' George A.

u of Reclamation has

approving the petition.

ldon - Division 4

2890 Mosquiio Road, Placeryille, California 95667 ' ( ) 622-4513



John P Fraser. presidcnt
Division 2

H*ry J. Norris - I/rce president
Division 5

Arre D. Deiste
General Manage

Thomas D. Cumpstor
General Counse,

€E Dorodo lrrigotlon Dls
in reply refer to: Ll005_052

June 3, 2005

Megan Sheely

l1"r:.Wato Resources Conhol Board
Division of Water Rights
P.O. Box 2000
Sacramento, CA 95g12 _2000

Dear Ms. Sheelv:

Notice of petition to Change point of Diversion, place
Purpose of Use - License 2lg4 (A01692)

Re:
Use, and

In partial response to SWRGB letter 334:MAS.:0016g2, please fira .n"tfsed a document
::yJ#'lf#;,ff n:::*"__""r,.f :If ,,"pi*li;*,randtheswRCB
["r,T..#fjle 

rnitiar Srudv and p."il;;MitigateJ*";""K:il"Tilpx,Tj"istrict,s

Thank you for your continue.d cooperation in this matter.

Very truly yours,

EL DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT

TDCjh

Enclosure

cc: Robert Donlan, Esq. (d encl.)
Chris Word 1w/ encl.)
David Witter (w/ encl.)
Katherine A4rowka (w/ encl.)

' Dana Heinrich, Esq., SWRCB (w/ encl.)

George'w osborne - Division 1 ' william L. George - Division 3 o George A.'7h
2890 Mosquiio Road, placerville, Califor:nia 95667 o (S30)

Division 4

-a tr,1 a



ffiB Dorsdo trrEgeRfiost Dfrs&r

ln reply refer to: Ll005-053

June 3, 2005

Katherine Mrowka
State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Riehts
P.O. Box 2000
Sacramento. CA 958 12-2000

Thanks again to you, Ms. Sheely and Ms. Heinrich for meeting with
on such short notice yesterday. I would like to take this opportunity

John P. Fraser - Ptestdenr

ulvtslorl z

H*.yJ. Norris -Vice President

Division 5

I tnkfu"e D. Deister

-/- ' General Manager

Thomas D' Cumpston

,--GKral Counsel

(,MP}
s \\qb /

sltlq6t

Re: Petition to Change Point of Diversion, Place of Use, Purpose of Use

for License 2184 (A01692) - Our Meeting of June 2,

Dear Ms. Mrowka:

Donlan and me
summarize the

District's understanding of the meeting's results, and also to transmit e inforrnation to

you.

encompasses not only the licensed water right referenced above, but {Jso three pre-1914

water rights associated with the District's Summerfield, Gold Hill, arlp Farmers Free

irrigation ditches. 
it

ln the meeting, SWRCB staffand counsel confirmed that the letters' [ommentsrand
inquiries regarding the pre-l914 water.ights were made pursuant to tiCEQA responsible

agen.y's authority to comment upon project activities that are withinifts area of expertise.

(Pub. Resources Code g 21153(c); CEQA Guidelines $ 15096(d).) Blpcause the pre-19i4
water rights are not related to the portion of the project over which dfF SWRCB will
exercise approval authority (the Petition regarding License 2184), thel letter's comrnents

and inquiries on this point did not signify that the Initial Study and plpposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration was in any way insufficient for the SWRCB's {se'

The prim.ary purpose of the meeting was to diseuss Ms. Sheely's lettdui of last week (copy

attached), commenting on the District's lnitial Study and proposed Miftigated Negative

2890 i\/osquiio RoatJ, Placerville, California 95667 - (5q0) 622-451'3



2003,2004, and 2005, and with the long-term contract the District seelks to im--plement its
proposed project. The USBR's water rights and its environmental obiheationsiithin and
downstream of Folsom Reservoir are directly affected by the Disnict''$-exercise of these
water rights. Also, the USBR will be preparing an NEpA document dh rt" proposed
project prior to any action on a Warren Act contract. Therefore. we bAheve tfrat tire
USBR's protection of its own interests and the public NEPA process ,$ill provide
appropriate safeguards against any unauthorized use of water by the d,lstrict under its
pre-1914 water riehts. 

ll

on May 71,2004, we transmitted a detailed proposal for Long-Term fuarren Act
Contact to USBR Regional Water Rights Officer John Renniig, u..oiLpanied by many

States Bureau of Reclamation regarding the scope of the pre-1914 *ut., rights, in
connection with three one-year Wa:ren Act contracts used to exerciseiltfr"." rights in

exhibits evidencing initiation, continuous use, amount., prrrporlr, di.rJrsion ..ur-o.rr, uid
similar water rights issues identified in the SWRCB,s comment tetter.llAt yesterday,s
meeting, the District agreed to incorporate this entire submittal into itsllrecord of

Katherine Mrowka
June 3,2005
Page 2 of3

we explained to you that the District has had extensive comm,uni

proceedings for CEQA purposes.

South Fork American River. That confluence is less than one mile
Reservoir, with no intervening diversions.

with the United

of Folsom

Meanwhile, the SWRCB's Water Rights Compliance Division will m4h<e an independent
determination whether or not to seek this or other additional informatiSn from the District'by virfue of its authority to investigate pre-1914 water rights. After o{[ meeting, Rob
Donlan and I decided that it may assist the Complianc. Dirrision's decision-mutlng

'process if the Dishict provides the SWRCB with copies of the Proposdl submitted to the
USBR in May 2004. The Proposal addresses the issues raised in the slivRcg's comment
letter and indicates what evidence the District has already submitted tqltfre USBR- to
support its assertions. Therefore, a copy of the Proposal is enclosed fof your information
and usd. 

il

The SWRCB's comment letter also addressed the issue of measuring *"b., Reservoir
releases and consequent inflow to Folsom Reservoir. At yesterday'Jnleeting, we agreed
that the District would send a letter concurring in the US6R's feU*utjf 2s,1005;request
that the SWRCB impose certain conditions relevant to this issue on tird]SWnCg's
approval of the District's Petition. By separate letter of even date, we fiave perfor,med
this promise. The SWRCB comment letter also requests that the Oistrirbt 

"*pluit 
how it

will measure flows. With respect to gaging at Weber Reservoir, pleas-Jlrefei to pages 2
through 4 of the Weber Creek Flow and Restoration Plan, whictrls par-{ of Attachment 1

to the Lritial Study and proposed Mitigated Negative Deciaration 
"Oir*, 

respect to
Folsom inflows, we explained at our meeting the District's conceptual lhgeernent with
USBR to install a gage immediately upskeam of the confluence olw"fio Creek and the



Katherine Mrowka
June 3, 2005
Page 3 of3

Finally, the SWRCB's comment letter requested further information ofl the issue of the
gabbro soils rare plants. ln yesterday's meeting, we agreed to furnish tilre SWRCB with
our responses to other comments on this topic zubmlttid by the Califo{nia Native Plant
Society. By separate leffer of even date, we have performed this prom[se, as well.

tl

As you know, the District's Board will be considering approval of the'firoposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration and the projbct itself on Monday, June 6. We agfeed at yesterday's
meeting that I will send Ms. Sheely documentation of the Board's acti$ns as soon as they
are available. 

ll

il

rAt yesterday's meeting you estimated that it would be two to three -ofrtnt before a draft
order on the Petition could be prepared for internal circulation within the SWRCB. The
District is eager to complete this process as soon as possible in order tQ demonstr4te
compliance with.settlement conditions in People v. EID and to avoid {playng Wanen
Act contract negotiations with the USBR. Therefore, we would like tciloffer the
cooperation of District staffand consultants to assist the SWRCB in e4pediting this
matter, if it would be feasible and appropriate.

The District appreciates the spirit of cooperation that SWRCB staff
demonstrated throughout this process.

Very truly yorus,

EL DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT

,4 /)// /
,'rL{^* / Uqtr-
Thomas D. Cufnpston
General Counsel

TDCjh

Enclosure

Robert Donlan, Esq. (w/o encl.)
Chris Word (w/o encl.)
David Witter (w/o encl.)
Megan Sheely, SWRCB (w/ encl.)
Dana Heinrich, Esq., SWRCB (w/ encl.)

counsel have
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State Water Resources Control iloard
Division of Water Rights

l00l I Sbeet, 146Floor o Sacramento, Califomia 95g14 o 916.341.Alan C. Lloyd, Ph.D.
Agency Secretary Mailing Address: P.O. Box 2000 I Sacramento, Califomia 95g12_

FAX: 916.341.5400 r www.waterrights.ca.gov

Refer
to: 334:MAS:001692

Chris Word
El Dorado lrigation District
2890 Mosquito Road
Plhcerville, CA 95667

DearMr. Word.

INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION Tdn BT DoRADo
IRRIGATION DISTRICT (EID) RELOCATION OF WATER RIGHTS 

II
ll

3::'".1:ifl*:1*,:P:*"1stafrhave reviewed the lritial sqayllgs; and Mitigated

Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

Negative Declaration for the EID relocation of water rights: Petition Oi6h[er of point of
Diversion, Place of Use, and Purpose of Use EID Project # 00006E, prep{red on April 15, 2005.
The project involves changes to License 218a (Application 1692) ana tmbe pre-1914
appropriative water rights (pre-l914 rights) (Statements of water Diversibn and use 1496g.

The project involves changes to License 218a (Application 1692) ani tnr[e pre-1914
appropriative water rights (pre-l914 rights) (Statements of Water Diversi$n and Use 1.496g,
14323, and 14967). The State Water Resources Control Board (State Wafer Board) is a
responsible agency for this project, pursuant to the California Environmei|tal euali,ty Act
(CEQA). The following comments are primarily concerned with the extefit ani natuie of the pre-

of water diverted, beyond the original right, could initiate a new water ri kritiation of a new
yaJer right would require the filing of a new application to appropriate w er. In addition, an--- '' -rr---
increase in diversion could potentially impact instream beneficiaiuses, lic trust resources,,
and downstream water right holders. pursuant to cEeA, EID must disc potential impacts
caused by the project as a whole.

EID has submitted records to the Division for the pre-1914 diversions i Farmers F,ree Ditch
and Gold Hill Ditch for water years 1996, L9g7 and 199g. The Division not have records of
water use pertaining to these diversions prior to 1996. EID has submitted rrds regarding the

does not haveSummerfield Ditch diversion from 1994 to 199g. p,rior to lgg4.the Divi
records of this diversion.

Regarding the pre-1914 rights, EID must show continuous use of the diverted. If, from
right may be lost,1914 to the present, water was not used for a period of five years, the wat

pursuant to water Code section 1241. If after 1914, the water use dimini
least five years, part of the water right may be lost. EID has not shown th

for a period of at

1914 rights.

The amount of water diverted under the pre-1914 rights must be
that EID does not increase diversions, within the scope of this project.

been justified by a continuous demand for the water or that there has been
since 1914.

California Environmental Protection Agency

dsn 
Reucled Paner

quantified to enswe
increase in the amount\\

the water use has
tinuous water use



Chris Word

33"1::^f: of.,l]*1{e D^ivision wilh elAsh information to substanti{[. trr" claim of pre-1e14water rights. Division staff requests that EID submit detailed i

-2-

ortheclaimednril;.yn""fiffi li#Hi"dffi'H:ffi l#ffi ffi#'f":lJ:#ffi :,:#'seasons' In addition, the information should include proof that the rightsjhad been maintainedthrough continuous diwerci^- qn;l ,,oo r- - -- ------ll---- "-
seasons' m addltlon, the information should include proof that ttre righislhad been maintainedthrough continuous diversion and use. r- - -- -^*'*l[** "'

rl

The proposed diversions from Folsom Lake under a pre-1914 claim .*rr6t exceed the availablewater from the stream, as it was diverted under the pre-1910 ngu;. ffiTiilil,i;:r# *::of diversion and season of diversion must mirror the rate and season of d{lversion of the pre-19tr4claims' The diversion season cannot be changed underpt"--ig14;;;;;Fil right is initiated.

The Bureau of Reclamation has indicated, per letter dated March 25,2001,that EID will measurethe releases from weber Reservoir to confirm the amount of water;vail;ili;-;;; rediversion atFolsom Lake. Division staff requests that these conditions;";"1;;*ii-ri""non measures ihthe GEQA document. kr addition, Division staff requests th;i ntr> .,ipr"tilto.i ,rn"y will monitorcreek flows to ensure that diversions from Folsom Lake do no not exceedliwhat was taken at theoriginal points of diversion, under the pre-1914 rights. nprrtoriJ"* ;*;i;" n"*ir,rv irrr"ato comply with this monitoring plan. 
ll"'-

with regard to potential impacts to sensitive plant species, Division staff {otes that, pursuant to

::g::i\-::,_,"P,shall cooperat..*-tt! El Dorado co""iv i" 
".tutri.rri"[1.]r"*" sites foreight sensitive plant species and their habitats. In your r"$;;;ffi'1.;T,#;"D sho'ld explainhow the mitigation measure, as described in the IS, relates'to compliance.,i,ith this order.

Division staff requests that EID submit a response to this CEeA.o--"rr{itetter. euestionsconcerning this letter may be directed to Megan sheely at (9td 341.i;il l[""-
mshee l.'y@waterboards. ca. gov.

Sincerely,

Megan Sheely
Environmental Scientist
Watershed Unit #3

MASheely: mas/xriver a: 5 -26 -0 5
U:\PERDRVWISheeIy\A 00 1, 692 EID letter. doc

CaIifu rnia E nviro nm ental protection Agenqt

,fD. Recycled Paper I

tct



LTn'i$ed. . $tates Dep.pnfnuen"t ef the ,teri.CIr

'Etr*EAU: @"I'."$$CL,AiUATIO}$
bfiidl,srit E*..&*[icn*l.{ii.ffrt e

.:,sflfi,cstto8r Wqy
'S arram,e,fito_; . Ca lifornie.g i*AS+ *pSr.NftEP.LT

REFER'TO:

il4P-440
wTR-4.10

h4s. liicrsria $thibel.
Chie.fi Fir'ision of'$arer Rig$rs
Arteirtion: ly,[s. Kmherine S,Irol'ika
S tate Water Resow"cEs C.ontrsl Eaard
P:O. Box 2000,
Sacranrenrs. CA 958 I 2-?000

'r-fiIj ''} .l. l,rllttt

Subiect ltlodce of Fetifirin tarCharploiul ofDivemion,'Place of Use arild.putpase of
use - Licensp ?1 ss'(;teplicdri0a. !693) *Et Fcr:ado .trurearisn d5;i.i 

--

Dear lvfs, I&ihftney: il

tl

T1tr.-Rrrr."r, ^rOi^r**^ria*.i-::...--^^:-j^Ji*1^-rr-ai-- ,-n..^:--i ll *The Eureau of,Reclannation'is-ibx-ecdpiof theN'otice of PEtirionto Chan$e peini,cfDiver.:iop,
fface.of ilse arad Fnrpose o'ir'Lise fried,byEl Dor:E{io lrrigarion.Eibtdct ffiftr1 **, 1i*.*e 31g4
(Appiicmio* i'692..Pennit l,:qsj). EID,cunentiy.ail"ensi*u*rftorn itut!;ilcr*rkiJuun*1, ro iire
Soui.h Forli of the .{me.riian Ri+E:: .ee.d F{ilsero [,u,k" ,f_"r storase ar Weber 

-Hs"rr*i, 
l*. gl Dorado

Caua.*1,. EtrD uses the n'atq.for.inigari.bnFurpnsei*itfrU*rJi"senise *4u, *h*isted in
i9?7. TIre S.tatc \,liefer Resour.ces CcnuefBour0 (S{l,:RCB.) .rnnst dereurrill**,Uetet*rt}re. iicense
should be am€r.ded ta add a nerv poim.crf-rediversioaand isciude anaimu$r pl**r*tri purposesofuse, 

il 
' --

Rnclarnarioarequests that the SSRcB:inclrde thp followi,lg tr,vo conditi"L. *.\Var*-r Right
L.icense 2.184 (Apdtiicariorr td9?) as"pam:of tls,order appplrfrg *rfu ;;tfti"F

I' Tbe use ef Foisour'Eo.m.aud fi:eservuir to rediveri rnurer uader tij,is liratEr ris,hr sball ile
. lubiecr 

to the tern:s and coudHons df a conrrast)hefi\'een the Uurw$ States 
"*a ffn f*l.

ulat use:, aud I

ill. EID' rhe liceffi+e,l.vili usrd€r.tai€.b.proeram,ro mengurereiegses froh \\ieb,or "R.esenoir
ancf to deferfidne th.e lcsses sf suchrcleases bersirEEn \l,leberiF.esr#,hf and Fo,isoru Dam.
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il

-15,-"**-=- 
*"1

Dcnna. E. TegeLrnan
Regional Resot;'-ee lMan*ger

cc: Ei. Dorad'o Lrigation D.istricr
c/o Rotren E- Deuian. Escuire
Eil$rlr:"3$trAffEF#;-"
?015 g Sn'eet
Sacramenia, CA 958i4



€! Borodo [rrigetEonl SEstri

SWRCB License No. 2184 ll

il

lt

Dear Mr. Renrring: ll 
'

rl

Please find tansmitted with this letter the following materials constin{fing the District's
application for the long-term Waren Act Contract identified above: 

il

tl

o El Dorado lrigation District's Proposal for Long-Tenn Wa:rei[ Act Contract for
Direction and Rediversion of Water at Folsom Lake (31 pages)

i
o Exhibits in Support of EID's Wa:ren Act Contract Proposal (binder containing 57

numbered exhibits). 
ll
ll

As you know, this.proposal has been discussed in meetings between B,lweau and Distict
personnel for several years, and it has been a priority for the District's]lGeneral Counsel,

subject of an executed one-year Warren Act Conhact in 2003, and a
Warren Act Contact in 2004.

2890 Mosquito Road, Placerville, California 95667 . (5 622-45X3

In reply to: L1004-088

May 11,2004

VIA HAND-DELTVERY

John A. Renning, Regional Water Rights Officer
United States Bureau of Reclamation
Mid-Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento. CA 95825

Re: El Dorado krigation District's Application for Long-Tirm Warren Act
Contract for Direction and Rediversion of Water at Folbom Lake - Pre-
1914 Water Rights on Slab Creek (Summerfield Ditch)! Hangtown Creek
(Gold Hill Ditch), and Weber Creek (Farmers Free Dit1ih), and
Rediversion of Water Released From Weber ReservoirltPursuant to

Tom Cumpston and its Director of Water Policy Coordination and Spgcial Projects,
David Witter, in the past year. A1so, most of these same water rights been the

ing one-year



John A. Renning, Regional Water Rights Officer
May 1I,2004
Page 2 of3

Based on the information needs you and your staff have previously
have attempted in the accompanyrng materials to anticipate and pro
necessary for the Bureau to negotiate this contact with the District.

We recognize, of course, that our agencies must comply with the
Environmental Quality Act and the National Environmental policv A
that the Bureau may need to pursue appropriate compliance

to itts, we
all infonnation

respectively, and
under the federal

Endangered species Act. we look forward to an active and fruitful p with the
Bureau on these matters as the contracting process unfolds.

The District's objective is to have a iong-term contract in place w a year fro1n this
submittal. Please do not hesitate to contact Mr. cumpston or Mr. wi at any time to
enable us to assist the Bureau in meeting this timeline.

Sincerely,

EL DORADO IRzuGATION DISTRICT

4-rJ&*L
Ane D. Deister
General Manager

TDC:ADD:pj:

Enclosure

cc: Mike !'innsgan, Area Manager (*/ encls., via hand-delivery)
Kay Moore (d proposal, via hand-delivery)
Emmett Carfier (w/ proposal, via hand-delivery)
EID Board (w/ proposal)
David witter, Director of water policy coordination (w/ encls
Thomas D. Cumpston, General Counsel (w/ encls.)
Dr.. Steve Setoodeh, Director of Environmental Compliance ( proposal)
Dave Poweli, Director of Faciiities Management (w/ proposal)
Brian Mueller, Drinking Water Division Co-Head (w/ proposa-
G. Lynn Thorpe, Esq., Deputv Attorney General (w/ proposal)
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, - $iate of California, State r/Vater Resources Control Board I

Division of Water Rights Ip.o.Etox2000,Sacramento,CAss8r2-2000 S 01 4323%S%200 4
Info: (916) 341-5300, FAX: (916) 341-5400 Web: hftp://waterriohts.ca.qov l[ 2002.2003.2004.

SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT OF WATER DIVERSSON AND IJSE I
ff the information below is inaccurate, please line it out in rerl and provide current information. lf, H r,
pre"J[ot8JhBrufjrgYld'E8ro'!*99'tfif!"T8.r$,"%tr9u.qtFl$ilt"iubf3':il s8=:!l :.-: (- ;l --r
'lf the mail recipient's name, address or phone No. is wrong or missing, please correct. ll ";,a" 

= 
l.' ;_.

Onner of Record: EL DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT; 'l * G) 
-:,.-

t .i. o ,/=
,l :-ill Ef , -n 'll-I\ z-,- -z . '<ll 5 ''(='

pRtMARycoNrAcroRAGENrFORMAtLaREpoRTrNG. STATEMENT NO.: SCj14323 ': '-!
EL DoR.ADo rRRtcATtoN DrsrRrcr coNrAcr PiioNE No': (530)'6-22a513- i;';rl cc (r)

2890 MOSQUITO RD

PLACERVILLE, CA 95667

Source Name: SLAB CREEK

Tributary To: SOUTH FORK AMERICAN RIVER

County: El Dorado

Diversion Within: SW1/4 of NE1/4 Section 28, T12N, R12E, MB&M

A.

B.

c.

Water is used Under: Riparian clahn _- Pre-1914 right X Other (explain):

Year of First Use: (Please provide if missing above) 7 A q,'

Amount of Use: Enter the amount (or the approximate amount) of water used each month, using the

Amounts below are in: Gallons

D. Purpose of Use - Specify number of acres inigated, stock watered, persons served, etc.

Inigation acres; Stockwatering

Other (specify)

E. Chanqes in Method of Diversion - Oescribe any changes in your project since your previous staternent
'diversion dam,-location 9f diversion, etc.)

_.Warren Aet eontracts in 2003 and 2004.
Please answer only those questions below which are-applicabl-eId your project.

1 . Conservation of water
a. Are you now e,mploying water conservation efforts? YES X

b. lf you are claiming credit for water conservation under section 101 1 of the Water Code for your cliimed pre-'l 914 appropriative.right, please
show the amount of water conserved: ll

il

Reduction in Diversions: i
I

Year _ (AF/MG) year _ (AF/MG) year _ ;i _ (AF/MG)

Describe anv water conservation
Conseniati.on measur
Plans (a7/ qplieable BIu[Ps,t

I

Reduction rn consumptive use: 
I

year _ (AF/MG) year 2003 535 af (AF/MG) year 20-Q4 ))J,3,5sf_
lihave data to support the above surface water use reductions due to conservation efforts. YES .lX_ NO _

initiated

Paoe 1 of2eT-cl tppt /1_n6\



Water quality and wastewater reclamation

COMPANY

Are you now or have you been using reclaimed water
a degree which unreasonably affects such water for o

a wastewater treatment facilily, desalination facility or water polluted lry waste to

beneficial uses? YES X NO 

-

a.

lf you are claiming credit due to the suL:stitution of water, desalinated water or polluted water in lieu of a claimed prre-1914

appropriative right under section 1010 of the Water olease show amounts of reduced diversions and amounts of substitute water

supply used:

Amount of reduced diversion:
(AF/MG)

Year (AF/MG) Year 

-

(AF/MG) Year

State the type of substitute water supply:

Amount of substitute water supply used:
(AF/MG) vear 2004 L.9B0 af (AF/MG)Year _ (AF/MG) Year 2003

I have data to support the above surface water use

Conjunctive use of Surface water and groundwater

due to the use of a substitute water supply. YES 

- 

NO --.

I have data to support the above surface water use due to the use of groundwater. YES 

- 

NO 

-.
i understand that it may be necessary to dowment the water clairned in "F' above if credit under Water Code sections 101 0 and 101 1 is

sought in the future.

I declare that the information in this report is true to the best of knowledge and belief.

20 California

SIGNATURE:

PRINTED NAME:
Witter

(first name)

EL Doz.ado lt't'i
(last name)

on Dis

a. Are you now using groundwater in lieu of surfac" *ate( YES 

- 

NO X

t:b. lf you are claiming creclit due to the substitution of grouldwater for a claimed pre-1914 appropriative right under section 101 1 .5 of the Watet

. Code, please show the arnounts of groundwater ,."0, 
li

year _ (AF/MG) 'l'ear 

- 
$--- (AF/MG) Year 

- 

(AF/MG)

lf there is insufficient space for answers, please use the space provided below.

coNTrNUAT|9N,

GENEML TNFORMATTON pFRTAtNtNG IOWATER RIGHTS lN CALIFORNIA

There are two principal types of surface *al6r rights in California. They are riparian and appropriative rights'

;-'6ffi: il?ilil;;;i;;;^ii1) ;;iJes a 
'ec6ro 

orwater uie, 1z) ena6tLs 
the 9t?te_l?:,olp_:::L:'^"-':-jl^'.:4":ne 

proposes a new appropriation

upst;eam from their diversions, and (3) assists the State to determine if water is available for future appropriators'

The above discussion is provided for general information' For more spe

We have several pamphlets available. They include: (1) Statements of
(3) Appropriation of Water in California.

- . r 0-
sT-suPPL (1-05)

A riparian riqht enables an owner of land bordering a natural tat<e or-streanllto take and use water on his riparian land. Riparian land must be in the same

watershed as the water source and must never have been severed from th$ sources of supply by an intervening parcel without reservation of the riparian right to

the severed parcel. Generally, a riparian water user rrit .ttrt" the water $upplv ,rittt otndi tipaiian users. Riparian rights may be used to divert the natural flow

of a stream but may not ue uied to store water for rateiuse oi to oivert walArwhich originates in a different watershed, water previously stored by others, return

flows from use of groundwater, or other "foreign" water to the natural streafii sYstem. '

1
An aoprooriative rioht is required for use of water on non-riparian land and{pr storage of water. Generally, appropriative rights may be exercised only when

there is a surplus not neected by riparian water users. since 1914, new aplropriatois have been required to obtain a pemlit and license from the state'

Appropriative rights can be granted to waters Toreign" to the natural streall system.

t,
statements of 

.vVater Diversion and Use must be filed by riparian and pre-1pta appropriative water u.sers 
": 

t9tl9t!l illlg 9-11"^:::Tljj99:ll,?t?^tlf''

Page2

information concerning water rights, please contact an attorney or write to this office'

ar Diversion and Use, iZ; Information Pertaining to Water Rights in California, and



f.

Supplemental Statement of Water Diversion and IJse

D&E

5014323 %9Yo2004

This right was formerly used in conjunction with Sumrirerfield Ditch for non-
potable 4gricultural uses. All ditch customers have beqh converted to potable
water supplies and the point of diversion in 2003 and2004 was moved to Folsom
Lake per Warren Act contracts with USBR. Purposes of ulfe converted to wildlife
enhancements upstream of Folsonr, and domestic, municipal and industrial use.
Place of use converted to El Dorado Hills are within Distriih boundaries.

il

c

F.1.b. and
F.2.b

Contract amounts; actual deliveries at Folsom were 15% less to account for
presumed conveyance loss.

Reduction/substitution volumes are District-wide (
program), and not attributable solely,to this right.

agricultural IMS
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EL DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT'S PROPOSAL FOR WARREN ACT
CONTRACT FOR DTVERSION AND REDIYERSION OF'W/ITER AT FOLSOM

LAKE ;I

il
II
tl

tl

it

it

Pre-1914 Water Rights on SIab Creek (Summerheld
Ditch), Hangtown Cieek (Gold Hitl Ditch), and ljizeber
Creek (Farmers Free Ditch), and Rediversion of fuater
Released from Weber Reservoir Pursuant to SWRCB

License No. 2184

Submitted to the United States Bureau of
May 11,2004
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l. Project Description

The El Dorado Inigation Distict (EID) is seeking a long-tenil contract from the

known as the Warren Act) for the purpose of using Folsom iii to convev EID's

water to EID's Folsom Lake intake and the El Dorado Hills water T Plant

CWTP) for treahnent and delivery to the El Dorado Hills area. The that ED seeks

to convey to the WTP falls into two categories. The fust is water thut gn would

otherwise be entitled to divert from Slab Creek, Hangtown Creeh anb Weber Creek

(collectively, "creeks") under pre- I 9 1 4 appropriative water rights. three cr,eels

are tibutary to the South Fork of the American River (SFAR), of Folsom

Reservoir. (Exhibit 1). h add.ition to changes in point of diversion J,o tn"." pre-1914

water rights, the second category of water EID seeks to convey is wafer stored in and

released from weber Reservoir rnder a licensed, post-1914 water ri The purpose of
this change is to implement an Operational Agreement with the S

Departnent of Fish & Game. This released water would also be di

Folsom Lake intake for delivery to the WTP.

The information contained in this report is responsive to the

the USBR during the meeting between EID and the USBR on May 2 ,2003 and

subsequenfly, and is intended to provide the USBR with sufficient i to enter

into a long-term warren Act contact consistent with the Reclamati Laws andUSBR

policies. Enclosed herewith is a proposed long-term Warren Act

USBR and EID. @xhibit 2).

A. Purpose and Need for Changes

There are a number of reasons for EID's request for a Warren Act

contract to allow diversion of flows from the creeks at Folsorn Lake. First there !s a

demonstated need for additional water supplies to serve EID's

at EID's

ons raised by

between the

growth area in

Dorado trIills area

(No. 14-06-200-

Folsom [,ake, but

and around El Dorado Hills. EID's primary source of supply for the

is a CenEal Valley Project (CVP) water service contract with the

1357A). This contact entitles EID to 7,550 acre feet per annum

I



is subject to reductions for shortages in certain years. Although EID and does deliver

additional supplies to El Dorado Hills from other sources to the east, iinfrastucture
constraints lirrit the emount of alternative, additional supplies that cah be delivered in

projections show that even in the absence of a County General Plan, dctual reside,ntial

this fashion. For 2003, EID calculated its potential potable water ae{ana for the El
rl

Dorado Hills Region to be approximately 9,400 acre feet, which -.# the CVp conhact
il

alone is insufficient to meet active, latent, and other system demands ltn this area. Growth
II

nrnienfinnc olrnrrr f1'^* -.'^- :* +L^ ^L^^-^^ ^r.^ ,-r----L- 
^^- ---r hr- ll , r . r

and commercial demand wilt rise to approximately 15,g60 acre feet

2025-t As part of EID's stategy to address this imbalance, EID and

ually by the year

USBR entered

into one-year'warren Act contacts in 2001, 2002 and2003 to anow

various pre-l914 water rights, including the creeks, at Folsom Lake.

to divert

2003 contract

of EID's

River

and related application materials are attached as Exhibit 3. In additi EID and,the

USBR entered into one-year surplus "spill water,, contacts n2002 2003.

EID also has received Permit 2lll} from the State Water Control Board

(swRCB) to take at Folsom Reservoir water made availabre by the

hydroelectric Project 184 in the watershed of the south Fork of the

(SFAR). This additional source of supply, commonly known as 184," will result

in up to 17,000 acre-feet amually of additional suppries for westem Dorado County.

lies.EID is separately seeking a wanen Act contact for permit2llL2

goverued El Dorado county land use since the General plan was invalidated in I

represents a key element of EID's water supply planning and ongoingil*"* conservation
It

program. During the past several years, EID has connected existing ditch water users to

EID's piped water system, which utilizes water from other sources *dhj" EID's water

supply system. The purpose of connecting these customers to the pipdg water system is

to allow EID to cease diversion from the creeks into the S'mmerfieu pitcn system (slab

Creek), the Gold Hill Ditch system (Ilangtown Creek) and the fatmer$Free Ditch systemr

(weber creek and weber Reservoir). These three ditch systems *"r. jlorigrndry

constnrcted in the 1800's, and conveyed water great distances from th$ Creeks to
.I

relatively small and dwindling user groups in El Dorado County. if
rl

I This additionat dgmand repr€seuts development projects with vested development llient to Droceed.
These projects are authorized to develop under express provisions of the judiiiat wr,jflf uanaate that bas



ll

lt

rl

Significant portions of the ditches are located in remote .r""{, and the rtitches are
expensive and difficult to access and maintain. There also are signi{cant conveyance
losses in these ditches resulting from evaporation and seepage. (See[ e.g., Exhib itz3)
These losses reduce the amount of water available for other beneficih uses in the,

American River system. A long-term Warren Act contact allowingl[iversion pf Creek
flows at Folsom Lake would result.in significant operation and mai e cost savings
to EID, and substantial water savings to EID and other water users the American
River watershed, including the USBR. Because the points of divenibn would uiove
downstream' and EID proposes to account for conveyance losses -d]*v tailwater and
return flows; no legal user of water or instream beneficial use wiu udliniurea.

B. Proposed Ope rational Changes

The proposed warren Act contract would allow EID to div redivert.at
Folsom Lake water that originates in the creeks and that would be avaiiable for

Reservoir changes require SWRCB approval.

1. Slab Greek and the Summerfield Ditch

This diversion is documented in Statement of Water Di and Use No.
14323 (s-14323), on file with the swRCB. (see Exhibit 33) The di
west side of Slab creek, into the mouth of the sumrnerfield Ditch- in

diversion by EID under the four d.istinct water rights discussed

operational changes are briefly described beiow. A more detailed
in section tr. The proposed operational changes do not incrude or
of EID's Folsom diversion capacity or the El Dorado Hilrs wrp.

Forest Service land in section 2g, Township 12 Nortb, Range 12

Baseline and Meridian.2

2 with regard to'the operational description that folows, see Erhibit 32.

[pically began on March 1, at a rate of 12 cubic feet per second ("fO 
il For approximately

a monttr, these diversions would be used to "ci.arge" the 21.7-mife ait$n to prepare it for

EID's proposed

lanation is.provided

an expansion

the Weber

ion is out of the

remote area of

Mount Diablo



deliveries, which cornmenced April 1. Water conveyed through the qiitch before April I
rl.

was used to fillFinnon Resenroir, which is the terminus of the ditch.ll

Diversions continued at 72 cfs until flows in Slab Creek receded to less than that

amount; diversions were then gradually reduced, capturing all availa$le flows, until the

diversion rate reached approximately seven cfs. When water availabie for diversion was

less than seven cfs, deliveries to the lower end of the ditch would.r$., but EID would
tl

continue to divert and deliver water to upper-ditch customers until criiek flows

diminished to foru cfs.3 At that point, EID would cease diversions ,J} *" year apd allow

all flow to remain in Slab Creek. Under these operations, diversions jirnically rliminis6s6

to betwee,n six and eight cfs by July 15, then continued to d.iminish ql,tif tn"y stabilized at

about 5 cfs tbrough the remainder of the sunmer months. Historical![, diversions

tpically ceased entirely in September or October, when the creek flofws dropped to 4 cfs.

Ia drier years, diversions ceased as early as August f . 
il
iI

1968, customers used the water for irrigation and non-domestic uses.ilTypical uses

included permanent fiuit and vine crops, irrigated pasture, stock watii'ing, and

fishing/recreation.

Because the ditch te,r:ninates at Finnon Reservoir, the ontry water retuming to

the South Fork American River spills from Finnon. Finnon would spill in eyery year,

and even in spill years, spills were intermittent. Because local Finnon is

negligible, and the capacity of the ditch into Finnon is 0.50 cfs, spil,ls, when

3 Because of conveyauce losses, EID could uot effectively deliver water the entire
diversion rate at the headworla was less than seven cfs.

of the ditch when

The first mile of the Summerfield Ditch, beyond the point of 
$iversion, 

is piped

with a l5-inch PVC pipe. The remainder of the ditch is a combinatio'i of unlined earthen

ditctr, and piped segments (which over time replaced leaky, sinuous, $r failure-prone

reaches). The ditch capacity lessens over its 2l-mile lengtb, with a uffaxrmum delivery

capacity of 0.50 cfs at the terminus at Finnon Reservoir (approximatdjcapacity 320 acre-

feeQ. 
il

Water diverted from Slab Creek was used for irrigation and n8n-potable domestic

uses in thezMosquito Community, and also was used to fitl Fimon R{servoii. Frpm 1854

to 1968, customers used the water for mining, inigation, domestic, arid other uses. After



they did occru, were at a rate of 0.50 cfs or less. If they occurred at

occurred after July 15 and generally ended before that date.

spills never

Although Summerfield Ditch experienced high conveyance l$sses, those losses

did not return to the South Fork except in small amounts. rhe entirejlfust mile of the

ditch is pipe4 with no measurabre conveyance losses. The Ditch ali divgrges

from the Slab Creek channel both laterally and vertically during tfratllmite. (Exhibit 1

topographic map) Conveyance losses evaporated, were consumed $y phreatophytes

(much of the upper Ditch runs through densely wooded forest), or r"f, into the gtound.

There was never noticeable nrnoffbelow the ditch to Slab Creek, ex{ept some sge,page at
lf

Deer View, Long Canyon, and a few other places. il
.I

'fllra li-oo-,1;^+^-^- ^l^-- +1-^ Y\:a-L r- -L /r . llThe linear distance along the Ditch between the point of divekion on Slab Creek

and Finnon Reservoir is approxim ately 21.7 miles. As a result of E$'s systemiwide

water conservation program, EID has not diverted at the headworks $f m" Summerfield

Ditch since the end of the 1998 irrigation season.4 After 199g and ud,tit zoo:, eb
continued to maintain and use the last three miles of the Ditch to conllrey water from an

EID well to some customers. EID currently supplies water to all fo{rer users along the

summerfield Ditch (except Finnon Reservoir) through EID's piped 
{fater system.

In May, 2003,the USBR approved an amsndment to oo"-y"u$ waren Act
Contract No. 03-WC-20-224},which allowed EID to divert up to l,SiiZ4 acre-feet of the

pre-1914 ditch water at Folsom Reservoir between June 1 and OctobJ,r 15. Although the
I

"mended contract does not allocate this quantity ,rmong the three *1i., rights, lD,,
application materials show that 921 acre-feet was flow associated wiih the Summerfield

il

Ditchright. (Exhibit 3, Attachment E). 
ll

Under the proposed long-term Warren Act Contact, EID *o,{1a bypass all flow
that was historically diverted into the Summerfield Ditch at Slab CreJt. EID installed

electonic measuring devices at ttre summerfield Ditch prior to the diversion season

to measure real-time diversion rates at the summerfield Ditch. measuring devices

Warreu Act

standard measuring device, turned the water back into Slab creek about 100 yards
time, USGS-

then
measured total sbeamllow with another real-tine, USGS-standard measuring devi The purpose of this

o The only exception to rhis statemeut is that in 2003, in conjunction with is short
coutact, EID diverted water at the headworks and measured the divenions with a

operation was to generate real data to substantiate the diversioDs and suppleient
data previously gencrarcd to quanti! the water right. (See Erhibit 3f .j

ic hy&ological



can be reinstalled annually or permanently, and will allow EID and USBR to

accurately quantifythe amount and timing of flow blpassed at the

These rneasurements can be timed with EID's proposed operations

pump station.s

Under the proposed long-term Warren Act confracL ED conrme4ce

Ditch.

the Folsom Lake

a rate of 10.2 cfs -
and Folsom

version of Slab

EID's

water yqar qtpe,

Reservoir. If the flow available for diversion at the Summerfield Di is less than 12

cfs, EID will divert at Folsom at a rate equal to 85% of the flow rate is available for

diversion at the Srrmmerfield Ditch ('tecoverable flow rate'). EID ill continue to divert

the recoverable flow rate until flow the flow rate available for di at the

diversion of Slab Creek flow at Folsom Lake on April I each year,

i.e., 12 cfs less l5o/o for stream losses between the Summerfield Di

Summerfield Ditch is less than 4 cfs, at which point EID will cease

Creek flow at Folsom Reservoir. As an altemative to this flow rate

diversions at Folsom Lake could be quantified volumetrically based

with a defined season of diversion from Folsom Lake.

The purposes of use for this water right would be domesti., tooirip"l,
I

commercial, and industrial. The place of use would be identical to t{e place of use for
il

EID's existing USBR water service conhact 14-06-200-1357A. @xpiUit 57 map)

it

2. Hangtown Creek and the Gold Hill Ditcilr
tl

This diversion is docrunented in Statement of Water Diversicih and Use No.
lt

14967 (5-14967), on file with the SWRbB (See Exhibit 39).6 Prioriio me 1999 diversion

season, annual diversions from Hangtown Creek at the Gold Hilt Oilln fpicaliy
u

cornmenced in May, with the first deliveries on May 15. Total diverpions were 15 cfs,

made up of a combination of natural flows in Hangtown Creek and slrnRleme,ntal flows

released into Hangtown Creek from EID's MainDitch.t At the begi$ning of the season,
ll

Hangtown Creek's natural flow is typically 5 cfs, diminishing rapidl$, to I cfs by mid-
,I

ll
rl

5 For all water rights described hereiD, Folsom diversioDs would be offset up to 3Qldays from the arrival of
thc water at Folsom Reservoir. ll
6 With regard to the operational description that follows, see Erhibit 32. 

il
' The Main Ditch is supplied, in nrr4 by water diverted from the South Fork Ameqican River watcrshed
through Project 184 facilities under pre-1914 rights. The proposal descn:bed hereiil does not contcuplate
chaaging the point of diversiou of any pre-1914 Project 184 water rights to Folsod Lake.

it-6ll
il

ll..
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I
il

,t

It

June and 0.50 cfs by July 1. Hangtown Creek natural flows then staoil,,itize and hold at

about that rate through the October 15 conclusion of the irrigation.t$"o.t.
ll

Gold Hill was and remains primarily an agricultural distict. pitch customers

used the water to irigate permanent crops such as orchards and vine$,ards, to irrigate
||

annual crops such as hay, to irrigate pasture, and for stock- and geneiial-use ponds, as

' well as for non-potable domestic purposes. 
lt
II

Gold Hill Ditch runs for a length of 4.5 miles. Near its termi$us, it diverges into
il

two branches. One branch terminates in ponds at Graham Ranch; thg other in ponds on

the Winje Ranch. Each ranch used the stored water for onsite pasturp and orchardthe Winje Ranch. Each ranch used the stored water t'or onsrte pttt*f and orcnarc

irrigatior,r. Thus, there are no appreciable tailwater return flows to tltf South Fork

American River. 
il

Tmmediately below the diversion headworks, the diverted waler enters a.700-foot

siphon that initally parallels Hangtown Creelg then diverges to the nbrth, crossing U.S.

Highway 50 and Placerville Drive. The remainder of the facility is 
{lcombination 

of

uniined earthen ditch and piped segments where seepage was signifiiLant. Aside from

seepage estimated at one to two miner's inches (0.025-0.05 cfs) nea{lsleepy Hollow

Road, conveyance losses did not retum to Hangtown Creek or ofterlpouth Fork

tributaries; they evaporated, were taken up by phreatophyttt o. p"tt$lated into the

ground. Thus, retum flows from this ditch were negligible. (See ahjo Exhibit I
il

topographic map) 
il

As a result of EID's system-wide water conservatiori prograrft, diversions at the

Gold Hill Ditch have not occurred since the end of the 1998 irrigati{p system, although

portions of the d.itch were used until 2000 to deliver water released from EID's piped

system for certain customers. EID currently supplies water to the *ilt* users along the

Gold HiU Ditch through EID's piped water system. In May, 2003,tf;e USBR approved

an amenr{ment to one-year Warren Act Conhact No. 03-WC-20-2240,which allows EID

to divert up to 1,574 acre-feet of the pre-l914 ditch water at Fo Reservoir between

Jr:ne.1 and October 15. Although the alnended contract does not this quantity

among the three waier rights, EID's application materials show

natural flow associated with the Gold Hill Ditch. @xhibit 3' A

132 acre-feet was

E).



Under the proposed long-term Warren Act Contract, EID blpass all natural

Hangtown Creek flow that was historically diverted at the Gold Hill $itctr. If required by

the USBR, EID can install a real-time measuring device in at or near the

historic diversion to document flows. As discussed in Section II, proposes to divert

this water, less stream losses, at its Folsom Lake prrmp station. EID jivould comtrlence

Folsom Reservoir. As the flow diminishes, EID would continue to the recoverable

flow rate (85% of the actual flow) through November 15. As an ve to this flow

rate approac\ EID's diversions at Folsom could be quantified ybased on

water yeilr tJpe, over the historically consistent season of diversion.

, The purposes of use for this water right would be domestic,

commercial, and industrial. The place of use rqould be identical to

EID's existing USBR water service conftact 14-06-200-1357A. (E

3. Weber Creek and the Farmers Free Ditc

This diversion is documented in Statement of Water and Use No.

14968 (5-14968), on file with the SWRCB (See Exhibit 54). The di ion point for the

place ofuse for

bit 57 map)

Ditch is on the south side of Weber Creelc, about 100 yards upsteam

bridge crossing.s

Prior to the 2O0ldiversron seasorl annual diversions at the F Free Ditch

typically cornmenced in May, with the fust customer deliveries on y i5. Theinitid

diversion rate at the head of the Ditch was typically 7 cfs, as limited l2-inch PVC pipe

in numerous sections of the Ditch. By July 1, Weber Resenroir typically ceased

to spill and diversions into the Ditch would continue at approxi 5 cfs, composed of

a combination of Weber Creek nafiual flow (including sr$stantial ions below

Weber Dam) and stored releases from Weber Reservoir. 0.5 cfs was

blpassed voluntarily to maintain aquatic habitat downstream of the

deliveries continued to Ditch customers until October 15.

t With reg4rd to the operational description rhat follows, see Erhibit 32.

f the Highway 49

Water



Water diverted from Weber Creek at the Farmers Free used for

customers along the 5.5-mile Ditch. overall, approximately one- of the Ditch is
piped; the rest is rrnlined earthen canal. Aside from 100 feet of canal at the

headworks, the first 3,000 feet is piped. This Ditch, however, parallels Weber

irrigation and non-potable domestic uses. water was pumped or di

creek for about two miles below the diversion. Just downsteam o

crosses both the Ditch and weber creek, the Ditch had substantial

1 cfs) that retumed to weber creek. (see Exhibit I topographic

conveyance losses were largely attributable to evaporation, and to

result in retum flows.

located at the Sweeney Ranch, where the water was used for stock

irrigate pasture. Later, these ponds became recreational amenities

by Ditch

Fomi Road

(appgoaching

) Aside from this,

that did not

ine and to

a residential

ltural users, who

for stock watering,

Below Fonri Road" the Ditch diverges from Weber Creek terrrinates in ponds

subdivision of the Sweeney Ranch. Therefore, no tailwater returned the South Fork
A:nerican River system. As its name implies, the Ditch sewed agri

employed it to irrigate pasture, permanent orchards, and annual

and for non-potable domestic purposes.

As a result of EID's system-wide watei conservation pro

diversions have ceased in recent years; since July 31, 2000, EID has water to

water users along the Fanners Free Ditch through EID's piped . In May,

the

2003, the USBR approved an amendment to one-yeil Wa:ren Act No. 03-WC-

20-2240,which allows EID to divert up to 1,574 acre-feet of the

Folsom Rese,rvoir between June 1 and october 15. Although the

anners Free Ditch.

914 ditch water at

Contact does

not allocate this quantity among the three water rights, EID's appli materials show

that 521 acre-feet was weber creek natural flow associated with the

(Exhibiq 3 Attachment E).

Under the proposed waren Act contract, EID would blpass fil natural flow that
It

r^;^^11,, A:-,*^A -3 aL- n^--- ,l . - -was historically diverted at the Farmers Free Ditch. Pursuant to an aSeement with the

State of californi4 EID has agreed to install flow measuring aeri"eslfr::::::downstream of Weber Rese,l:voir, and at Weber Dam. These devices ii.ritt 
"llo* 

EID to
ll

merqtlrc nefirrql flnrrr i- \I/aLo- F-^^1, /^*^-+ t^- +L^ ^^^-^r:--- r- ^---lL -- rrt-imeasqre nahfal flow in Weber Creek (except for the accretions betrvben Weber Dam and



the Ditch diversion), as well as the quantity of flow released from sto4pge at Weber

Reservoir. As discussed in Section tr, EID proposes to bl,pass ,l"t fld! at the Farmers

Free Ditch for diversion, less stream losses and other appropriate adjUitments, at EID's

Folsom Lake pump station. The installation of real-time flow measuruing devices at
ll

Weber Resenroir will atlow EID t9 time and measure diversions that jvould otherwise

have occurred at the Farmers Free Ditch under historical operations. fpttt
tl

measurements can be timed with EID's proposed operations at Folsorh Lake.

Under the proposed long-term Wa:ren Act contact, EID woulp conrmenqe

diversion of Weber Creek flow at Folsom Lake on June 15 of each t:ht, ", 
arate of 3.4

Reservoir. If the flow available for diversion at the Falrrers Free

EID would divert at Folsom at a rate equal to 85% of the adjusted

available for diversion at the Farmers Free Ditch ("recoverable flow {hte"). ElD.would

continue to divert the recoverable flow rate until November 15 of year, at which

point EID will cease diversion of Weber Creek flow at Folsom . Asan

alternative to this flow rate approach, EID's diversions at Folsom be quantified

volumetically based on water year type, over the historicaliy season of

diversion.

The purposes of use for this water right would be domestic,

commercial, and industrial. The place of use would be identical to

EID's existing USBR water service contract 14-06-200-1357A. (E

place of use for

it 57 map)

4. Weber Reservoir 
I

EID currently diverts Weber Creek flows to storage at Weberl Resenoir pursuant
il

to SWRCB License No. 2184. (See Exhibit 55) In 1996, EID Uegarii a process to retrofit

is less than 5 cfs,

rate thai is

'll-,
Weber D'm pursuant to orders from the California Division of Safet! of Dams (DSOD)

il

and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission OERC). This worklwas completed in
ilrl-

January z}}z,subsequent to the time that EID converted the Farmeri Free Ditch

customers to the piped water system as part of EID's comprehensive;lwater conservation

10



program. EID therefore has most recently been operating Weber R{penoir for the

benefit of fish and wildlife in Weber Creek. lt
il

Q\IfDr^E T :^^-^^ \T^ a r o, -rr ^---- nh I J: , rlSWRCB License No. 2184 allows EID to divert to storage ull to 1,125 acre-feet

of Fish and

per annum during the period extending frorn October 15 to May 15 $t*, following year.
il

The authorized purpose of use is irrigation and incidental power (Ep r*.ndered its
power license in 1999), and the authorized place of use includes Btril'r service area as it
existed :n'1927 (this area does not include EID's El Dorado Hills seilvice region).

Under EID's historical operations, water diverted to storage ft Weber Reservoir

during the wihter and early spring of each year was later released anf used to augrnent

natural flows in weber creek for diversion at,the Farmers Free Ditif.
In September, 2003, EID entered into an agreement with the jState of Califomi4

acting through the California Attorney General's office, regarding tliL*e operations of
Weber Reservoir ("Operations Agreement"). Contemporaneously, IiID entered.into a

Memorandum of Understanding (MO[D with the California

Ga:rre, related to certain actions necessary to implement the Agreement.

(Exhibit 5). Through the Operations Agreement and the MOU, has committed to

maintain a minimum instream flow in Weber Creek downstrea:n of eber Reservoir.

The minimurn instream flow is calculated based on inllow to W

and insheam flow releases will be documented with real-time

scheduled for installation in 2004.

The Operations Agreement contemplates rediversion of Welpr Reservoir releases

at EID's Folsom Lake p"mp station. The parties to the Operations recognized

that, because Weber Reservoir must be operated consistent with S

2184, a Change Order from the SWRCB would be required to (l) a{[ Fokom I-bke as an

approval by the SWRCB. EID intends to file its Change Petition wijh the SWRCB

before the e,lrd of 2004, and would prefer to have some form of ins with the

USBR on a long-term Warren Act contract prior to filing the Petition.

11
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lt

i
il

Underthe proposed Warren Act contract, EID intends to retJlase the minimum
flows required in the operations Plan, or such greater flows as may $e requirea to deliver
water for rediversion at Folsom Reservoir. The flow and storage.dh.*irg devices
required in the weber Reservoir Operations Agreeme,nt will allow rfo ana the USBR to
accurately determine the amount 41d liming of flow released from lieber Rese,nroir for
rediversion at Folsom Reservoir. As discussed in Section II, EID nr{norm to bypass
water released from weber Reservoir at the Farmers Free Ditch for $version, less sp"'m
losses and other adjustnents, at the Folsom Lake pump station. 

lt

The installation of real-trms measuring devices in and -o*ailw"uer Reservoir
will allow EID to accurately measlue the amouut of water tnat wootdlotherwise be
available for diversion from weber Reservoir or rediversion at tne r{lmers FreeDitch.
The timing and arnount of water that EID will release from storag" 

"ifw"u.. 
Reservoir

will vary &om year to year, depending on the rate and timing oriono{v. As noted above,
EID has apre-1914 water right to divert all natural flow in Weber Cr{et at the Farrners
Free Ditch, up to 5 cfs, from April 1 to october 31 of each ye*. waib, released from
storage at Weber Reservoir is in addition to EID's pre-lgl4water rie[t 

"t 
the Fanners

Free Ditch. weber Reservoir has a usable storage capacity of 1,045 feet (af), not
including the dead pool storage of g0 af. The weber Reservoir Agreement

' requires EID to maintain a minimnm of 200 af of usable storage i" thd late s'mmer and.

fall so that a minimum of 1 cfs can be released from weber
periods.

ins those

Raw Water5. Folsom Reservoir Intake - El Dorado l-[i
Pump Station

EID's El Dorado Hills Raw Water pumF Station is
Folsom Lake in El Dorado Hills. The pt'-p station delivers raw
Hills water Treatrneut plant (EDlrwrp) located approxirnately 1 mi south of the prmp

kr additiorl four booster pumps are located on the site to boost the to the EDIIWTP
via a 3O-inch pipeline. The pump station has the capacity to pump a

ou the shores of

to the El Dorado

flow rate

L2



of 16 million gallons per day (mgd), or a constant average rate of aplroximately 24.7 cfs.
llThe pump station also includes a building to house the booster pur,rlps, electrioal control

equipment and instrumentation.

The raw water pump station and EDHWTP are currently b"{,ng expanded in 2004

to a capacify of 19.5 mgd, or a constant average rate of 31 cfs, by

replacing and upsizing several raw water and finished water pumps.

The District is currently studying alternatives for future ing and water

II.,1
capability for this proposed Wa:ren Act contrac! the existing waterjlsupply contract, and

il

^-^-r:---fd,h . ,lt

treahent expansions to serve continuing demands in the El

Regions up to a total capacity of 52 mgd.

The cure,nt 16 mgd capacity is sufficient to meet existing $l Dorado Hills peak

demands from EID's 7,550 acre-foot per year water supply and other sgurces,

into in 2A01,2002,such as the surplus water conbacts and Wa:ren Act Conhacts

and 2003. The 19.5 mgd capacity to be available in summer 2004 udll provide:sufficient

a portion of the Permit 21112 water supply for which EID is separatply seeking a Warren

Act contract.

ll. EID Water Rights

A. SIab Creek - Summerfield Ditch

1. Background Information

The following infonnation provides an overview and of the origination

of EID's pre-1914 water right on Slab Creek at the Summerfield and historical use

of that right. This information has been provided to the USBR

1854 use, 1889

Pre-1914 (Statement of
Use No. S014323)

Hills and Westem

ater Diversion and

PrioriMOrigination:

Basis ofRieht:

Point ofDiversion: West side of Slab at the mouth of the
Spmmerfield Ditch (S ion 28, Tl2N,
RI2E, M.D.B.)

13



Place of Use:

Purpose of Use:

Season of Diversion:

Volume/Rate:

Historicirl Operations :

Recent Use:

Proposed Changes:

Mosquito Valley along ihe Summerfield
Ditch (approximately 2l miles from mouth
of Ditch on Slab Creek)il

;t

it

1854-1968: Mining, rnigation, domestic
and other uses 

ll
I

Post-l968: lrigation a{d non-dornestic uses

:l

Irri gation season (approfr imately March
through October) 

il
'l

12 cfs ll

!t

1854 to 1968: direct divuersion of natural
flow was available for 4lver-sion from Slab
Creek, for irrigation and,]domestic uses.

il
tl

Post-1968: The Summd,ifield Ditch
customers receive water;lfrom Slab Creek at

the Summerfield Ditch,livia direct diversion
when natural flow is avdilable, for.irrigation
and non-domestic uses. il

it

Since the end of the 19fp i:rigation season,

diversions have ceased {ue to highlcost and
water conservation pu4jpses.. Former ditch
customers have been seiived by an EID well
and EID's piped sVstenll

il

Add Folsom Reservoir iis point of diversion
under right. Add westery half of ED's
service area as place of [rse, and municipal,
domestic, commercial, iind industrial as

purposes ofuse. approvaliis not
re.qufued, but a Warren $.ct Contact is
necessary from the

2. Hlstorical Summary

In 1854, James Summerfield completed a ditch from Slab to Mosquito

Valley, a distance of nearly 2l miles, to provide water for mining, domestic

and other uses. On May 25,1889, Summerfield recorded the water right with the

El Dorado County Recorder for 500 miner's inches (12.5 cfs) from Creek. On

t4



November 13, 1905, Summerfield filed a subsequent Notice of W"t{, Appropriation with
I

the County Recorder, claiming 300 miner's inches (7.5 cfs) from s{b creek and

conveyed by the Summerfield Ditch. ll

In 1906, Jemes Sum:nerfield tansferred his water rights to tile Westem States

Gas and Electric company so that the water could be used, in part, t{ nri Finnon

South Fork American River. Westem States later was acquired by P{cific Gas & Electric

Co. (PG&E).

In June 1939, PG&E, "for the sum of one dollar," conveyed the Mosquito

Ditch Mutual Water Company (MDMWC) all ofpG&E's right, ti
to the so-called summerfield system. This MDMWC was formed

thereafter owned, maintained and operated the Ditch to deliver

valley area- The tansfer from pG&E included the Summerfield Di

rights, and Finnon Reservoir.

of Fish and Game, together with an entitlement to a portion of the

Summerfield Ditch sufficient to maintain Finnon Reservoir at full

summerfield Ditch. In particular, it grants all dght and title to the

recordings in May 31, 1889 and Nove,mber 15, 1905.

The.Distict continued to operate and rnaintain the Slab

Surnmerfield Ditch until the end of the 199g inigation squon.

In 1955, the MDMWC conveyed Finnon Reservoir to the ia Dep.arbnent

interest in and

three far:ners who

to the Mosquito

h system, its water

supplied by the

ions for

Finnon to the

and the

water,right

diversion and the

time, d-ue to the

recreational and fish culture uses. In l999,Fish and Game qui

Mosquito Volunteer Fire Departnent.

On September 30, 1990, the MDMWC conveved to EID all in and'to the

Summerfield Ditch and its water rights. The recorded deed transfers right, title and

interest in the water rights and real property interests in and to Slab

high operational costs in maintaining the summerfield Ditch system, remarnrng

customers have been served from a groundwater well owned and by EID and by

In 2003, EIDother EID supplies conveyed to tle area via EID's cross-canvon pi

made agreements to discontinue well operations and supply all from the piped



system. Finnon Reservoir is not currently served because for vears it has been

drawn below the Division of Safety of Dam jurisdictional limit ofunresolved

dam safety issues. EID desires to protect its historic pre-1914 iative water rights

with a long-terur change in point of diversion, place of use, and

Creek water right.

measuring devices installed by EID. (See foohote 4) Water

turned back into Slab Creek after measurements were made.

3. Historical Use

As noted above, until the 2003 diversion season, there were

to precisely measwe EID's diversions from Slab Creek at the S Ditch. EID

also lacks continuous records of water deliveries to customers along Ditch.

Nevertheless, EID's historical diversion practices and water use are

documents dating back to the early 1900's. These documents

continual diversion and use of water from Slab Creek up througb 1998

season.

Attached as Exhibits 6 through 11 are documents generally

history of the Summerfield Ditc[ its ownership and chain of title. its 12 through

22 include documents depicting EID's financial and labor i

and repair of the Sununerfield'Ditch. Exhibit 23 illustrates losses and

needed conservation and other efficiency improvements on the Ditch

system. Exhibits 24 through 30 include records of diversion from

measwed diversions and totd Slab Creek flow during the 2003 season, usmg

of use of its Slab

and mea$wed was

I

Attached as Exhibit 32 is a declaration from Ron Ditch System

Supervisor for EID. Mr. Balderston has operated the Summerfield almost

continuously since 1972, andhas more knowledge of the S Ditch than any

other current EID employee. Mr. Balderston's Declaration excelle,nt first-

hand account of EID's diversions and operations at the Ditch. Attached as

Exhibit 33 is State,sre,nt of Water Diversion and Use ('State,ment") o.14323',which

describes EID's diversions from Slab Creek at the Surnmerfield Di Statement No.

16
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il
II
d

it

il

II

14323 was fust filed in 1995, and Supplernental Staternents were fil,pd in 1996, 1999, and
'l2002. ll

I
rl

4. Quantification Methods and Future Mqpitoring
ll

In 2003, EID installed real-time flow measuring devices at t$e headworks of the
il

Summerfield Ditch and in Slab Creek about 100 yards downstream $f *te headworks.
tl

For the purpose of measuring historical flow rates, EID diverted watlr into the Ditqh in
lt

.accordance with historic practice, then returned the diverted water bick into Slab Creek

upstream of the second gage. This protocol allows EID to obtain bciith diversion and total

flow data- (Exhibit 31) I
A 1999 reportprepared by EID consultants Fred McKain, CTE, and Jack

'l'

Hann3fe16, P.E., analyzed the amount of flow in Slab Creek that wqPld be available for

diversion at Folsom Reservoir. (Exhibit 34). That report concludet{ that on long-term
il,

average, approximately 2,340 acre-feet would be available for diver\lion at Folsom

Resewoir (assuming a 12 cfs diversion rate,,an April 1 to October lp diversion season,

so calcuiates water available

for diversion at Folsom in "dry years"ro as approxim ately 1,740 acr{-feet, using the same

assumptions as above. A statistical*gsyoexceedence" criterion *"$ *o calculated,

using the same assumptions, and the result was 1,250 acre-feet of dijfuersion on long-term

average. Each of these calculations also assumed a "diversioo 
"ffi"il*"y'' 

of
il

approximately 650/o - 94%. 
ll
I

This somewhat inartfully named "diversion effrciency'' adjq$tnaent factor is not a

measure of conveyance losses, return flows, or the like. Rather, it ri{as created to account

for the daily variations in flow over the cowse of a month. Becausqlflows tend to
'il

diminish to a greater or lesser extent over the course of a month, thi$ factor discounts the
il

diversion quantity, which assumes a constant flow, to avoid overestlmation of historical

diversions. (Exhibit 34, Meyer email attachment)
il



I

:l

:l

il

tl

In 2004, EID retained hydrologist Harold Meyer to review anp critique the

McKain/I{annaford data and methodology. Mr. Meyer has concluaet *rat this prior work
il

represents a professional and reasonable calculation, grven the lack {[actual historical

gage data. @xhibit 34, Meyer email) As such, EID submits it as arjlappropriate
rl

"stdting poi.nt" for the proposed Wa:ren Act Contact amount, to bepdjusted according
il

to actual gaged data to be collected in funue years. 
il

B. Hangtown Creek - Gotd Hill Ditch 
i

1. Background Information

(approximately 8.5 rniltfls from mouth of
Ditch on Hangtown )

Irrigation and non- le domestib uses

The following information provides an overview and r.r--"fy o-f the origination
II

of EID's pre-1914 water rigbt on Hangtown Creek on the Gold Hill pitch, and historical

use of that right. This information has been provided to the USBR pfeviously. 
'

I

Prioritv/Orieination 1853 il

il

Basis of Rieht: Pre-1914 (Statement ofllWater Diversion an

use No. s014e67) 
ll
II

Point of Diversion Gold Hill Ditch Diverslfn Darn SEy4
SWV4 Section 7, T10NlR1lE, MDB

rl

.:I
Place of Use: Lrigated acreage alongiGold Hill Ditch

Purpose of Use:

Season of Diversion:

Volume/Rate:

Historical Operations :

May 15 - October 15

5 cfs

1853 to 1960's: direct
flow was available for

version ofnatural
ion from

Hangtown Creelg for i gation and domestic
uses.

Post -1960's: the Gold Ditch customers
receive water from Creek at the
Gold Hill Ditch via di divenion when
natural flow is availab and rediversion of

t8
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I

.rl
rl

I
'l
I

ll
rl ,

water stored and releasdd from the Main
I

Ditch. ;l

!l

1

Recent Use: In the past 4 years, divdfsions have ceased

because Ditch customeiis have connected to

EID's piped water systim
il
il ,.

Proposed Chanees: Add Folsom Reservoir liu point of diversion
under right. Add weste{ur ttAf of nm service
area as place of use. A{d municipal,
domestic, commercial, iiurd industrial as

purposes of use. SWRCB approval is not
required, but a Warren p,ct Contapt is
necessary. {

il

2. Historical Summary 
I

Articles of incorporation of the Gold Hilt Canal Company wp;e filed with the El
;l

Dorado County Clerk on October i, 1853. The object was to furnisllwater to the miners

about Gold Hill and for mining and irrigation purposes in the entire 
fiegion 

lying between

Weber Creek and the South Fork American River. Sometime beforeil1873, this ditch

carne intcj the possession of Kirk and Bishop, developers of the everi,tual Project 184

water rights. Their properties and rights were acquired by the El Doj{ado Water and Deep

Gravel Mining Company in 1873. After several more t'ansfers, the 4ntirety of these

properties and rigbts including the ditch, were acq'uired by the Placd,i.ville Gold Mining

Compagy in 1916. In December 1916, the properties and rights wer,i! transferred to the
II

Westem States Gas and Electric Company. Following a 1918 Railrlfd Commission 
,

decision, all properties and rights below the l4-Mile Tunnel were pifrchased by the El
il

Dorado Water Company in April 1919. In February |922,tbe water,fcompany

incorporated to build Weber Da'n. In April L927,the Ei Dorado Irrillation District
rt'

purchased the El Dorado Water Corporation, including the Gold Hil,,l Ditch. Wpter was

last diverted from Hangtown Creek in July 1998. 
ll

Until the 1960's, water was used for irrigation as well as dofoestic purposes. With
!l

completion of EID's teatnent plants and piped systems, domestic {ustomers'icame off' 
'

of the ditch. Irigation diversions continued into the 1990's. In the r"ilrid-1990's, the

operation of the Gold Hill Ditch was costly and an inefEcient of delivering water.

Gradually, the DisEict paid to get irrigation customers onto EID's system. In July
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ermanent change

3. Historical Use

No measuring devices have precisely measured EID's di from Hangtown

creek at the Gold Hill Ditch. EID also lacks continuous records deliveries to

customers along the Ditch. Nevertheless, EID's historicd diversion ices and water

use are evidenced by docurnents dating back to the early 1900's. documents

zubstantiate EID's continual diversion and use of water from .Creek up through

the history of theAttached as Exhibit 11 is a document which generally

Gold Hill Ditch, its ownership and chain of title. Exhibits 17,19 20 include

documents depicting EID's financial and labor invesftnents in maj and repair of

rovements on

ofidiversionthe Gold Hill Ditch system. Exhibits 25,29,30 and 36-38 include

from Hangtown Creek and records of deliveries to water users alonglthe Gold Hill Ditch.

Attached as Exhibit 32 is a declaration fiom Ron Ditch System

almost continouslYSupervisor for EID. Mr. Balderston has operated the Gold Hill

since 1972, and has more knowledge of the Ditch than any other EID employee.

1998, diversions to the ditch were terminated. The few remaining di

served by "blow offs" from the piped system into the ditch, until the

off the ditch in 2000.

EID changed the point of diversion for these pre-l914 rights

2003 under a one-year Waren Act Contract with the USBR- Now,

is desired.

the 1998 diversion season.

Mr. Balderston's Declaration provides an excelle,nt first hand

Statement No. 14967 was first filed in 1998, and Supplemental S

1999 and 2002.

customers were

ast customer carne

Folsom Lake in

of EID's'diversions

No. 14967,

were filed in

and operations at the Gold Hill Ditch. Attached as Exhibit 39 is

which describes EID's diversions from Hangtown Creek at the GoldlHill Ditch.

4. Quantification Methods and Future itoring

If required by the USBR, EID will install and maintain a -time measuring

device for Hangtown creek at or near the historic diversion point. no longer

20



supplements flows in Hangtown Creek, so the monitoring device will measure natural

flow. 
il
'l

A 1999 report prepared by EID consultants Fred McKain, CP,P, and Jack

Hannaford, P.8., analyzed the asrount of flow in Hangtown Creek th[t would be
,l

available for diversion at Folsom Reservoir. @xhibit 34). That r"pdtt concluded that on

lons-term averase. annroximat elv 444acre-feet would be available f[r diversion atlong-term average, approximat ely M4 acre-feet would be available fbr diversion at
I

Folsom Reservoir (assuming a 5 cfs diversion rate, an April I to Octgber 15 diversion

season, and aI5%o insheam conveyance loss). The 1999 Report alsq[calculates water
rl

calculated, using the srme assumptions, and the result was 175 of diversion on

efficiency''oflong-tenn average. Each of these calculations also assumed a "di

approximately 65Yo - 94%.

This somewhat inartfully named "diversion efficiency'' adj factor is not a

measure of conveyance losdes, rehrrn flows, or the like. Rather, it

for the daily variations in flow over the course of a month. Because s tend to

diminish to a greater or lesser extent over the course of a month, thi discounts the

diversion quantity, which assumes a constant flow, to avoid overesti ation of historical

diversions. (Exhibit 34, Meyer email attachment)

In2004, EID retained hydrologist Har"old Meyer to rwiew
' McKain/Ilnnna,lord data and methodology. Mr. Meyer has

re,presents a professional and reasonable calculation, glven the lack

gage data. (Exhibit 34, Meyer email) As sucb, EID submits it as

"starting point" for the proposed Waren Act Contract amount, to be

to actual gaged data to be collected in future years.

according

C. Weber Creek - Farmer's Free Ditch

1. Background Information

The following inforrration provides an overview and

of EID's pre-1914 water rigbt on Weber Creek at the Farmers Free

use of that right. This infonnation has been provided to the USBR

2l

available for diversion at Folsom in "dry years" as approximately 34lU acre-feet, using the

srme assumptions as above. A statistical *gsyoexceede,nce" criterioil was also,

created to account

that this prior work

actual historical

appropriate



PrioriVOrieination:

Basis olRieht:

Point of Diversion:

Place of Use:

Purpose of Use:

Season of Diversion:

Volume/Rate:

Historical Operations :

Rece,nt Use:

1873 (sometimes notedl as 1855)

mouth of the Farmers Ditch (SE % of

Irrigated acreage anners Free Ditch
(approximately 6.1 from mouth of
Ditch on Weber

domestic uses

Lrigation season (

through October)

/ cls

y April

1870's to 1930's: diversion ofnatural
version from Weberflow was available for

Creeh for irrigation

during "non-irrigation'1j season; EID
exercised right at the $ew Weber Ditch at

Weber Reservoir "irrigation season""

and detvered water tollam
customers in the GoldlHill and Placerville
ileas; the Farmers Ditch customers

received water from ED's other water

sources, through the i Flat Ditch.

1950's to present: thqlFarmers Fiee Ditch
customers recelve from Weber Creek

22

at the Farmers Free Ditch, via direct

diversion when naturafl flow is available, and

rediversion of water slpred and released

from Weber Reservoirli.

tl

While Weber Reservd,ir was under

reconstruction, there rlias direct diversion of'
natural flow only. In P.last 3 - 4 years,

diversions have ceased because Ditch



customers have
water system.

to EID's piped

Proposed Changes: Add Folsom point of diversion
to coord,inateunder right, to allow

operation of Weber ir for
rediversion at Folsom, with the
proposed operations with the
State of California. the western half of
EID's service area as of use. Add fish
and wildlife, domestic,.
municipal, and industial as

purposes ofuse. S approval is not
Contact isrequird but aW

necessary.

2. Historical Summary

sometimes mistakenly referred to as the Missouri Flat Ditch) was ly consbr4cted

sometime between 1870 and 1873. At this time, the water right to belong to the
I

Eureka Canal Company. According to James R. Sweeney,land survieys completed in

June of 1870 did iot identify a Ditch crossing for the Fa:rrers Free pitch. Conveyance

documents dated November 1873 and February 1874, however, ideittified a ditch

"commencing at a point on Weber Creek about one hundred yards Morrells Bridge

running thence in a Westerly direction to Missouri Flat Mud Springb Township. El

Dorado County, a distance of six miles more or less, and known as the Weber Creek

Ditch." According to Sweeney and Jean E. Starns, this description

the present point of diversion for the Farmers Free Ditch (i.e-, just

Highway 49 bridge near Diamond Valley).

' In a sheriff s sale in 1873, the Eureka Canal Company sold Henry Mill* all of

, HenryMiller soldits assets, including the Farmers Free Ditch and water rights. In 1

the Farmers Free Ditch and water rights to a group of landowners. were many

partial conveyances of the Farmers Free Ditch during the At some

point prior to 1920, however, the owners of the Farmers Free Di ized themselves

as the Missouri Flat Ditch Association (I,FDA). ln 1920, the MFD filed a protest to the

describes

ofthe current

z5



tl

I

{'

tl

it

water right application for Weber Reservoir, filed with the State W{ter Resotuces Conhol

Board's predecessor by the El Dorado Water Company, EID's predpcessor. The

"Missouri Flat Farmer's Ditch" is identified as a downstream *utrrllright claimant in El
il

Dorado Water Qsmpany's Application No. 1692. The MFDA fotlt was resolved in

1921 as a result of an agreement by the El Dorado Water Companyl[o operate Weber

Reservoir to protect the MFDA's water right at the Farmers Free Oilcfr. The prgtest
it

dismissal agreement also appears to have included an agreement t 
,e,m 

the El Dorado

Water Company to supply the MFDA with 40 miner's inches of wa[er duriag the

i:rigation season, in addition to a:ry natural flow available under V$Oe', watei right.

EID acquired Weber Reservoir from the El Dorado Water ib-p*V n lgz7.In

1930 EID entered into an agreeme,nt with the MFDA for the p*.U.{,", operation.and
.r1..

maintenance of the Farmers Free Ditch and its attendant water tighlit " EID was
rl

obligated to clean and maintain the Ditch, and was required to provide the MFDA with a

minimum of 40 miner's inches of i:rigation water during the irrigati;on season.'The point
I

of delivery was at approximately the mid-point on the Ditch, at the 
fl.. 

T. Cook place. The

farmers were allowed to purchase additional water during the irrigafiotr season'when it

Farmers Free Ditch Although there is a separate ditch in the vicinity of the Farsien Free Ditch knowD as {

the Missorui Flat Ditcb, froi all accourts and circunstances, the parties to the lif30 Agreemept clearly

was available. The farmers were to pay EID its normal water rates fpr all water delivered

during the irrigation season, including the 40 miner's inches, but thfr Agreement allowed

the farmers to use the Ditch for free during the non-irrigation seasoit. (This is likely how
tl

the Farmers Free Ditch acquired its current name.) 
it

The 1930 Agreement did not require EID to supply irrieatiofr season water to

Farrrers Free Ditch customers from Weber creek' until th'e t95o's!lin fact' the 40
tl

miner's inches were tlpically supplied from EID's Missouri Flat Dfltch, which ran above

and parallel to the Farmers Free Ditch.t2 The Missouri Flat Ditch.F"d water from
u

various sources, including the Crawford and Diamond Ditches (N"tth Fork Cosumnes)

and the South Fork Canal Extension (South Fork American River).i,nn woUa spill waterr

at turn out of the Missouri Flat Ditch at a point just up-ditch tom t!!e R. T. Cook place,
1

',1
tl

t' The 1930 Agreement actually refereuces the Missouri Flat Ditcb, but otherwis$ appears to describe the

were referriag to the Farmers Free Ditch.
12 During the noo-irrigation seasoD, the MFDA farmers were allowed to use the
direct diversion fromWeber Creek

rumers Free Ditch for
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where the water could be discharged easily into the Farmers Free Ditch. Alternatively,

EID could deliver water to the Farmers Free Ditch via the Missouri Ditch by spilling

it into q small ravine and ditch in the viciniry df nray Reservoir, it would drain into

the Farmers Free Ditch. During this period, it appears that the ly diverted

by the MFDA at the Farmers Free Ditch was diverted by EID into i!! New Weber Ditch

for del,ivery to the Gold Hill and Placerville areas.

Beginning in the 1950's, EID began connecting many of its .on New

Weber Ditch and the Missouri Flat Ditch to its main piped water and use of these

ditches declined. As a result, EID had decreasing demand in the Gold Hill and Placerville

areas for water from Weber Creek and Weber Resewoir, which

other uses. Because EID's customers on the Missouri Flat Ditch

up that water for

also decrpasing,

ins to EID's

in the 1970's. During this transition period, EID increasingly met tbif t!trDA's,Farmers

Free Ditch demands with diversions from Weber Creek. when nahuirl flow was available.

that Ditch became uneconomical to maintain and operate, and that Qitch was abandoned

.tt
the Farmers Free Ditch with water druing these years, although the ihability to,make

storage releases meant that deliveries were disiontinued earlier in t$e irrigation season.

For this reason, many of the Farmers Free Ditch customers began

piped water system. Diversions into the Ditch ceased in 2000.

il

When natural flow was not sufficient to meet EID's delivery obliga$on, EID would
il

release water from storage at Weber Reservoir for rediversion. Evedtually, in the 1970's

and early 1980's, all water supplied to Farmers Free Ditch was frod Weber Creek natural

flow and Weber Reservoir stored releases. This operation was contiihued until the mid-
tl1ee0's. 
il

ln the mid-1990's, the California Departrnent of Water Resei:rces, Divjsion of

Safety of Dams (DSOD), and the Federal Energy Regulatory Comn{ission (FERC)

concluded that Weber Reservoir was unsafe. DSOD and FERC req$red EID to either

retrofit the Dam to meet seismic and safety standards, lower the Daft to meet those

standards, remove the Dam, or bypass all flow around the Dam. E{ studied these
il

options in 1996 and elected to retofit the Dam to allow EID to condinue storing water at

the fulIReservoir capacity. During the reconstruction period, EID !{as required to bypass
it

all water above the minimum pool (approximately 80 acre-feet). Ep continued to supply
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EID has entered into an agreement with the State for a releasp operation,at Weber

Reservoir to protect and enhance ecological resources in Weber Creik below the

Reservoir. Because of the conversion of Farmers Free Ditch custom{,rs to EID's piped
tl

water system, neither Weber Creek nor Weber Reservoir is now nee$ed for the Ditch.

EID is proposing to add Folsom Lake as a point of diversion for its $armers Free Ditch

later right, and a point of rediversion for its Weber Reservoir waterlirieht. @xhibit 5).

lt

3. Historical Use 
lt

There currently are no measuring devices to precisely -"*o{" EID's diversions
rr.

history of the Farmers Free Ditclr" its ownership and chain of title. Ilxhibits 42 through

50 include documents depicting EID's financial and labor i

and repair of the Ditch. Exhibit 23 illustates conservation and

on the.Farmers Free Ditch system. Exhibits 25,29,30 and 51-53 fuiplude records of

diversion from Weber Creek and records of deliveries to water along the Farmers

Ditch System

Supewisor for EID. Mr. Balderston has operated the Farmers Free Ditch almost
il

Fll 
^.r 

I rt

from Weber Creek at the Farmers Free Ditch. Pursuant to its Operalions Agreement with

the State of Califomi4 ED will in 2004 install measuring devices ioh*"di"t"ly upstrearn,

downsteam and in Weber Resenroir, which will allow EID to a"cur$t"ty measure flows
I

in Weber Creek, except for accretions between Weber D'm and the pitch headworks.

EID lacks continuous records of water deliveries to customers alongi[the Ditch.

Nevertheless, EID's historical diversion practices and water use are pvidenced by

documents dating back to the early 1900's. These documents suUsti[tiate EIDIs
II

continual diversion and use of water from Weber Creek up to tho 20.[b0 diversion season.

Attached as Exhibits 11, 40 and 41 are documents generallldescribing the
:t

Free Ditch.

Attached as Exhibit 32 is a declaration from Ron

continuously since L972, and has more knowledge of the Farmers F1,ee Ditch than any

other current EID employee. Mr. Balderston's Declaration providellan excellent first-

hand account of EID's diversions and operations at the Farrters fre{ Oitcn.

AIso attached as Exhibit 32 is a declaration from Tom Cumpston, Qeneral Counsel for

EID. Mr. Cumpston's declaration describes agreements recently re{pnea with the State

it

lt

tl26,i|
lt
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it
rl

il
t

ll
il

of California and its Departrnent of Fish and Game to maintain -nlhu- flows below
Weber Reservoir for aquatic life and habitat, and to install real-timllmeasuring devices to
verify those flows. The declaration explains how those agreementsllnesh with and aid in

tl

this application. Attached as Exhibit 54 is Statement No. 14968, wiictr describes EID's
diversion of nahral flow from Weber Creek at the Farmers Free Oilfn. Statement No.

14323 was fust filed in 1998, and Supplemental Statements were nt,La in 1999 and 2002.

lt

4. Quantification Methods and Future nadlnitoring

The weber creek Flow and Restoration plan agreed to widlthe State of
califomia and its Deparhent of Fish & Go-e requires the i of real-time flow
measuring devices in 2004. (Exhibit 5Q These gages can be *..d {b extapolate flows
at the Farmers Free Ditch diversion; however, a_djustments will be to account

for significant accretions from the south Fork of weber creek the two.points.

and JackA 1999 report prepared by EID consultants Fred McKain.

Hannaford, P.E., analyzed the amount of flow in weber creekthat

Report included certain assumptions about the operations of Weber 1teservoir, and

deducted Weber Reservoir storage releases from the amount of watejlavailable for the

diversion at Folsom Lake. ]l

The 1999 Report concluded that on long-term average, uoorol i-"rely 1,15i acre-

feet would be available for diversion at Forsom Reservoir under s pre-l914 water

righf at ttre Farmers Free Ditch (assuneing a7 cfs diversion rate, an ll.pril 1 to October 15

diversion season, and a i5% instream conveyance loss). The 1999 also.calculates

watel available for diversion at Folsom in ..dry yeaxs" as

using the same assumptions as above. A statistical *g|yo
y 932 acre-feet,

criterion was also

factor is not a

calculated, using the same assumptions, and the result was 680 acre-feet of diversion on

long-term average. Each of these calculations also assumed a.,di efficiency''of
approximately 65Yo - 94%.

This somewhat inartfully named ..diversion efficiency',

measure of conveyance losses, return flows, or the like. Rather, it created to account

for the daily variations in flow over the course of a month. Because tend to
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diminish to a greater or lesser extent over the course of a month, factor discounts the

diversion quantity, which assumes a constant flow, to avoid

diversions. (Exhibit 34, Mayer email attachment)

- h 2004, EID retained hydrologist Harold Meyer to review

McKain/Ilannaford data and methodology. Mr. Meyer has

represents a professional and reasonable calcu.lation, glven the lack

gage data. @xhibit 34, Meyer email) As suoh, EID submits it as

"starting point" for the proposed Warren Act Confract a:nount, to be

to actual gaged data to be collected in funue years.

D. Weber Creek - Weber Reseruoir

1. Background Information

The following infomration provides an overview and s

of EID's pre-19i4 water right on Weber Creek at the Farmers Free

use of that right. This information has been provided to the USBR

PrioriW:

Basis of Right:

Point of Diversion:

Place of Use:

Purpose of Use:

Season of Diversion:

Volume/Rate:

Historical Operations :

February 27,1920

Application 1692; Permit 1053

Weber Dam

30,702 acres within boundary
1927

precipitation evsnts of the wi
and diverts essentially all W
storage until the Rese,rrroir is
spills tbrough the spillway

Irrigation and Incidental
FERC license in 1999.)

October 15 to May 15

1,L25 acre-feet per annum

EID begins storing water the first

ation of historical

critique the

that this prior work

actual historical

appropriate

iusted according

of the origination

itch, and historical

iously.

License 2184

EID as it existed in

(EID surrendered

(after October 15),
Creek flows to

led. All releases are

inllow is reduced to

approximately 2 to 5 cfs. have then been
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made through the outlet pipe a sufficient rate for
Ditch (2 to 5 cfs).

western half of

rediversion at the Fanners

Proposed Chanses: Expand place of use to
EID's service area as place of iirse. Add fish and
wildlife, recreation, domestic,
commercial and industrial as

EID diversion and heatnent
of use. Add

rediversion. SWRCB approva;! is required, as is a

Recent Use:

generator, EID petitioned the SWRCB in 1984 to add incidental hydJloelectric power

generation as another authorized use under License No. 2184. The pretition did not

involve any changes to the licensed amount of water or to the

SWRCB granted EID's petition and issued an.order which not only the license

to aliow the new use but also included protections for fish. (Exh

Safety of Dems, Weber Reserdioir was out of
commission in 1996 for a retcj,fit to ensure seismic
safety and stability of Weber d"*. Constmction of
retofit was completed, and WEber resumed storage
operations, in January 2002. 1. ,

il
il
II

2. Historical Use il

,l

The SWRCB issued License No. 2184 on March 15, r94r. ftrnruin ssy.
II

Because EID wanted to utilize discharge flows from Weber Dam to hrn a turbine
rl

-^-^-^+^- TITT\ 
- -L:L: -- ^ J 1l- - otth Ah .ll .

ss).

In 1996, both FERC and DSOD deemed Weber Dam unsafe fsubjected to an

earthquake of a certain magnitude. Although EID completed the

ofuse. The

fit of Weber Dam,

ecause of.the

its FERC

three year

2002. @xhibit

the reconstnrction effort did not involve the hydroelectric.facilities.

difficulties and expense of operating a hydroelectric project, EID

license. Weber Dam currently operates as a storage reservoir.

requirements to the swRcB and has submitted Reports of Licensee

interyals. ln September,2003, EID submitted its licensee report for

ss).

Throughout the history of License No. 2184, EID has been in its reporting
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State of California. State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Rights, P.O. Box 2000, Sacramento, CA 95812-2000
Info: (916) 341-5300, FAX: (916) 341-5400, Web: http://www.waterrights.ca.gbv

SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT OF WATER DIVERSION'AI\D USE
Ifthe information below is inaccurate, please line it out in red and provide current information.

Notif, this office if ownership or address changes occur during the coming year.

*!f the mail recipient's name, address or phone No. is wrong or missing, please correct.

Ovrner of Record: EL DORADO IRRIGATfON DISTRICT

PRIMARY CONTACT OR AGENT FOR T'AIL & REPORTING:

EL DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
2890 MOSQUITO RD

PLACERVILLE, CA95667

Source Name: SLAB CREEK

TributaryTo: SOUTHFORKAMERICANRIVER

County: El Dorado

Daversion Within: SW1/4 of NE1/4 Section 28, T12N, R12E, MB&M

A. Water is used under: Riparian claim Pre 1914 right X Other (explain);

B. Year of first use (Please prwide if missing above)

C. Amount of Use - Enter the amount (or the approximate amount) of water used each month.

Amounts below are: Gallons Other

Year Jan Feb Mar Aor Mav June July Auo Seot Oct Nov Dec
Total
furnual

1999 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2001 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

D. Pumose of Use - Specify number of acres inigated, stock watered, persons served, etc.

lnigation X acres; Stockwatering X Domesuc Nm9

Other (speciry) Fire Suppression

E. Chanoes in Melhod of Diversion - Describe any changes in your project since yorr previous statement was filed. (New pmp, enlarged divetslon
datrH#3o{vg€Sfnhffitpriarion witr be bvpassed ar dan and rediverted frun rokcrn r,ake.

F. Please answer only those questions belor which are applicable to your project.

1 . Conservation of water
a. Are you nor employing water conservation efforts? YES conseh/ationoWgexffib?"rffsr6?Bv&\

b. lf credit toward beneficial use of water under claimed pre 1914 appropriative water right for water not used due to a oons€n ation efffi is
claimed under section 101 1 of the Water Code, please show the amounts of water conserved:

Reductions in Diversions:

yt-. (aflmg) yr. (aflmg) yt-

(aflmg; yr_

(aflmg)

Reductions in consumptive use:

(aflmg) yr_
I have data to support the above surface water use reductions due to conservaffon efforts. YES 

- 
NO 

-
sT-suPPL (2{2

x

r!o

yt_

I riluilu|||il[l|ryuryil|uiluilu|lulilJl|4il lil

1999,2000,2001

STATEMENT NO.:
CONTACT PHONE NO.:

Year of First Use: 1889,.

Parcel Number:

s014323
(530)6224513

::')
, -.:)-a 

,

:

I

(aflmg)



2. Water quality and vyastelvater rcdarnation

a. Are you nor or have yan b6€n uslng rcdaimed water fiom a rnsbwat€r treabnent fiacility, des_qlination facility or water polluted by waste to
a degree which unreasonably afiacb sudr water ftr o0rer benefcial uses? YES _ itO X

b. lf credit toward use under a daimed pre 1914 approprlative yvater right thmugft substitilon of reclaimed water, desalinated water or
polluted water in lieu of appropriated water is dalmed under sedion 1010 of the Water Code, please show amounts of reduced diversions
and amounts of rcdaim€d water used:

(aflmg; yr_ (aflrg) yr_
I have dalia b suppott the abon surface yvabr use rcOuctons Oue to wasterrmter redlarnation.

(aflmg)

Conjuncrtve use of surface water and grurndwater

a. Aneyor norusinggrurndrrabrlnlieuofsurfacermten yES_ NO_X_.

b. lf cr€dit torard use under a dairn€d pre 1914 appropriative right throrgh substitution of groundwater in lieu of appropriated water is
clalmed underseclion 1011.5 dtho Water Code, please shor the arpr.rnts of groundwater used:

yr_ (aflmg) yr_ (aflmg) yr_ (aflnrS)
I have data b suppott the above surface water usa rc0uclions Oue to coniunaive trse ercr6. YES _ NO _ -

11is
sought in the tuture.

I dedare that the infomation in thls rcport is bue to the best of my knowledge and belief.

>7 oL Placenzille California

SIGNATURE:

WitterPRINTED **.,

cortlpnnvraue: EI Dorado Inigation Distrisb
lf there ls insuffcient space br yorr answers, please use the space provided belor.

CONTINUATION

Dle to redrced dcnrestic well flcr,rrs, the subdivision is rp!" served hDZ a

dcnrestic tine extension to the nearlcy Didtrict contiguous qfstsn for consuq>tive use.
Raw diverted water frcnr Slab Creek will be aJ-Icr^red to blpass the diversitrt
dan and be recaptr-rred at Folscnr Lake for rediversiqr into ttre EL Dorado Hil1s
I€ter Iteatment Plant. Agresnents will be corcluded wittt the USIR & S{RCB.

GENEML INFORMATION PERTAINING TO WATER RIGHTS IN CALIFORNIA

There are two principal types dsurface water righb in Califomia. They are riparian and appropriative rights.

A rioarlan rioht enables an onner of land bordering a natural lake or sbeam to tiake and use wabr on his riparian hnd. Riparlan land must be in
the same watenshed as the water source and must never have been saver€d frrom the sor.rrcas of supply bi an intervenin! parcel witrout
rynryaton of tte riparian dght to the severed parcel. Generally, a dparian water user must share the water supply with other riparian users.
Ripaian righb may be used to divert Ote nafural fiow of a sbearn butmay not be used to store water for later uie or divert water wfricfi originates in
a difierent watenhed, water previousty sbred by ohers, retum frorvs fiorir use of groundrmter, or other '{oreign' wabr to the natrral sbeam
system.

An aogroori.ative rioht is required for use of water on nonriparian land and for storagp of water. Generally, appropriative righb may be exercised
gnly whel there is a surplus not needed by riparian water user. Since 1914, nerr appropriabrs have been required to obbln a permit and license
from the State' Appropriate righb can be grant€d to waters Toreign' to the natural s'bearir system.

Statemenb of Water Diversion and Use must be filed by riparian and pre 1914 appropdalive water users as set forth in Water Code section 5100
wih specific exceptions. The filing of a statement (1) prwides a record of rvatei'use, (2) enables the Sbte to notifu suclr user if sorneone
propos€s a new appropriation upstream ftom their diversions, and (3) assists the State to determlne if additional water is available for fufure

.appropriators.

The above discussion is provided for general inbrmation. For more specific information conceming water rights, please contact an attomey or
write to this office. We have several pamphleb available. They indude: (1) Statercnb of Water Diversion and Use, (2) Information Pertaining to

'Water Righb in Califomia, and (3) Appropriation of Water in Califomia.

T\ energy challenge facing Califomia is real. Every Catifomia needs to take immediate action to reduce eneryy consumption.
For a list'of simple ways you can rcduce demand and cut your enerfy costs, see our Web-site at http:/hvww.swrcb.ca.gov"

ITEM

E

sT-suPPL (242 -2-



lfthe information below is inaccurate' please line it out in red and provide current

Notifuthisofficeifownershiporaddresschangesoccurduringthecoming

lf credit toward beneficial use of water under claimed pre 1914 appropriative, water right for water

;;ffi; ft;;."iii"r r or r of the water Code, please show the amounts of water conserved:

.JUN t5 pil 3, 0rr

PLEASE COUPLETE Ar'ID RETURN THIS FORM BY JIIIJ

OWNbR OF RECORD: EI, DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT

EL bORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
O &.M DEPT
2890 MOSQUTTo RD
PLACERVILLE,, CA 95657

SOURCE: SLAB CREEK
TRI.BIITARY TO: SOUTH FORK AMERICAII RIVER
COUIVTY: EL DORADO
DIV.ERSION

WITHIN: SW% OF NE% SECTION 28, TL2N, Rl-2E, MB&M'

'i (';i 1,1 /r -' ,: i'. -.rl r r?^
t,X11.9,99 i i_li. jirufl I )

JriLli/itiiii iu

A.

B.

c.

wa te r is u sed :u n d'e r: R i p a ri a n cl a i m.- f{? !t 
t 
3 i tll *"+"--",.r?t:eJ f "# f 5''

Year of first usg (Please provide if missing above) 

- 

Finnon Reservoir.

Amount of Use - Enter the amount of water used each month' lf monthly and'annual use are not known'

.-which water wis used.

Amounts below are: Gallons,- Acre-feet 4

D. Purpose of use - specify number of' acres irrigated, stock watered, persons served, etc'

Inigation unknown acres; Stockwaterlng Some ; Domestic

Other (specifY) Fire suppression

rom nearby contiguous domes!}g systen..
please answer only those queltions beloliwhich are applicable to yo-ur prolect

1. Conservation of water
a. Describe any water conservation efforts you may have started:

TEMENT

16) 622-45L3
OF FIRST USE: 1889

Swansboro) and

the months in',

(New pump,

used due to a conservation qffort is

(aflmg)

E. Chanqes.in Method 9f Eiversion - -Describe 
any changes rn your project since your previous statement was

;nlarseaEv.ersion.dbmi'loqatLon -of diversion,-etc' )
ursErr-cE 

r#iti"b;'';;;r;i-dtientins 
househol ds and irrigators'

b

19

2. Water quality and wastewater reclamation

suP-srArP (12-98)

(aflmg) 19- (aflmg) 19-

a. Are you now or have you been using reclaimed water from a wastewater treatment facility,iesa*l€

a degree which unreasonably affecti such water for other benefictal uses? YES 

- 

NU '*
facitity or water polluted by waste t\tqf

A.t-lf l';: i99t



b. lf credit toward use under a claimed pre 1914
polluted water in heu of appropnated water is claimed
and amounts of reclaimed water used:

19

I declare that the information in this report ts true to the best of my

DATE: rc?f
SIGNATURE:

PRINTED NAME: William
(first name)

El Dorado Irr ation

Conjunctive use of surface water and groundwater 
lla. Are you now using groundwater in lieu of surface water? yES X NO _

b. lf credit toward use under a claimed pre 1914 appro-priatrve rignt througn subshtution of groundwater in lieu of appropriated
water is claimed under section 101 '1.5 of the Water Code, ptejSle snowlne amounts of gioundwater used:'' lr--
19- (aflmg) 19_ I (a7ms) 1s_

STATE WATER RCES CONTROL BOARD
DIVIS F WATER RIGHTS

P.O. BOX 2000. AMENTO, CA 958t2-2000
t6) 6s?-2t70

nght through substitutton of reclaimed water, desalinated water or
101 0 of the Water Code, please show amounts of reduced drversrons

(aflmg) 19_ (aflmg) 19

I

and belief.,

Placerville

(middle init.)

strict

Cahfornra

L. LIilkins
(last name)

COMPANY NAME:

ITEM

D

suP-STATE (12-98)

CONTINUATION

Ditch water is also delivered

lf there rs insufficient space for your nswers, please use the space provided below

Finnon Reservoir for use by local volunteer
Fire Department f,or fire suDDress Reservoir is stocked with fish and is a
recreational facility for local h ers.
High conveyance losses throughout itch result in substantial reduction in

I^rater supply available to cust

GENERAL TNFORMATTON PERTAN|NG TO WATER RTGHTS tN CALTFORNTA

F1

tl
There are two principal types of surface water rights in California. t{3, .r" riparian and approprrative rights.

A ripari?n riqht enables an owner of land bordering a natural lake or $tream to take and use water on hrs riparian land. Ripanan land must be rn
the same watershed as the water source and mus-i never have been$evered from the sources of supply by an intervenrng parcel without
reservation of the ripartan right to the severed parcel. Generally, a rilarian water user must share the water supply with other rrparran users.
Ripartan rights may be used to divert the natural flow of a stream Uutjl'nay not be used to store water for later use or divert water which originates rn
a different watershed, or return flows from use of groundwater ll

t:,
An_ apPropri.ative.rioht ts required for use of water on nonriparran lanolgano for storage of qbter Generally, approprrative rights may be exercrsed
onlywhenthereisasurplusnotneededbyripananwaterusers. Srnlelgl4.newlpprophatorshavebeenrequrredtoobtainapermtandlicense
from the State. ll

Statements of Water Diversion and Use must be filed by rrparian 
"rolf", 

1914 appropriatrve water users. The frhng of a statement (1) provides a
record of water use, (2) enables the State to notify suih users if sorteone prop6i".'a neirv appropriatton upstream from their diversions, ano
(3) assists the State to determine if additional water is avarlable for ffture approplators.

t:
The above discussion is provided for general information. For more li:ecrfic informahon c6ncerning water rights, please contact an attorney or
write to this office. We have several pamphtets available. They inclube: (1) Statements oiWater Diversronlnd Use, (2) Information pert;ining to
Water Rights rn California, and p) Appropriation of Water in Citifornili. 

' '



i

STATE OFCAUFORNIA -CAUFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIOIIAGENCY
I

PErE'Jgttn${/{tPrnor

S'TATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
PAUL R. BONDERSON BUILOING

901 P STREET :

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
(916) 657.L370
FAX: 657-1485

Mailing Address

DtvtsroN
P.O BOX2000,

be filed at
you by the S

WATER RIGHTS,
nto. CA 95812-2000

r
323

and ass,igned the
e correspondence to

rship.

hree-year
te Water Resources

In Reply Ref
Lo:.332:WR : 31

rilAY 01 1995

Ron Jones, Dir. O&M

El Dorado Irrigation District
2890 Mosquito Road
Placerville, CA 95667

Dear Mr. Jones:

STATEMENT OF WATER DIVERSION AND USE. STATEMENT NUMBER 143

Your statemen! of water diversion and use has been recei
above number. You should refer to this number in any futu
this office regarding the statement.

A copy of the statement is enclosed for your

Please notify us of any change in address or

The law requires that supplernental statements
intervals. The form is automatically sent to
Csntrol Board at the close of the period.

records.

change in

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions
telephone Wynne Rowlands of this office at (916) 657-1875.

S-incerely, ,

ORIGIN{AL SIGNIED tsY,

aEb
0. P. Gulati, Chief
Applica,tion Unit //2

Enclosure

or concerns, please

WR 40e (10/93)

WRowlands : dmerrigan : 3 / L5 / 95
o:forms z40114323.40e

8€ }llc
SURNAM E
owR r.o Ri v . 1/tf

ng
oFo



ffi
luoo ?,ft2

ng

:gT*^r-1,p_rouid."d is iased on the oi"irio'""irr"r"rJ i"lu.r.
ick C. McKain, the

comprehensive review of your files. A review of the District,s
doesn't include a

z-94
4

a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

0

right frles, however,
the District's records.

attached completed
ion facilities:

-'S to7r7
-st3sor

tly overlooked this
diversion for future

ttee" covering yearsl
:. A report will be

---?rvith regard to the Statement covering item d) Slab creek, we have apfiling, or it has been misplaced. please assign a statement number foruse if one has not been issigned previouslyf

In addition to the Staternents, we have e1closed ,,progress 
Reports By per

1990 through 1993 for Application 007478, Middle Fork Cosumnes Riprepared for 1994 upon receipt of your mailing of the brank form.

El Dorado lrrigation Dis tri

I4 Reply Refer To: Cl0295_3066

February 17,l99S

Mr. Ronald M. Duff
Associate WRC Engineer
Pegmit and License Unit
State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Rights
P.O. Box 2000
Sacramento, CA 95912-2000

Subject: water Rights Reporting, El Dorado Irrigation District

Dear Mr. Duffi

,rJurwl J wdshows that the information you provided is substantial in agreement wi

Itt od"-t to-bring the District's reporting requirements up-to-date, weforms for the tri-annual periods a'ating backto l9g9 for'ttre following

south Fork American River - Supplemental Statements rNorth Fork Cosumnes River - Supptemental Statements

^C-lear_Creek 
- Supplemental Statements lg92_g4 - *f r 3

Slab Creek - Supplemental Statements 1994
Weber Creek - Report of Licensee lggg_g4
Middle Fork Cosumnes River - progress Report 1990_93

2890 MOSOUITO ROAD. PLACERVILLE. CA 95667. PHONE

::il: 
y"^"" 

l:.,,yding copies of the various reporring forms relatingights. As indicated in your letter of ranuary 12, rgg5 to Mr. F
the District's water

R$D

leil {A{d^W

6ptt(& tP



Letter No. 00295-3066
February 17,l99S
Page 2 of 2

To assist the District in m-aintaining more timely submittars on watersend all futu're reporting forms to Tn. undersigned at the above addr

's water rights and will

versions and use, please
{t

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Rqn Jones
Director, Operations and Maintenance

FcMK:iw

Attachments

cc: Frederick C. McKain

X WIL6D VtfunS Z-ZL-

Sincerely,



5-t+ 3'?-9
' STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTRoL BoARD, DlVlSloN 0F WATER RqHTS

P.O. BOX 2000 SACRAMENTO, CA 95812:2000 
I

(e16) 657-2170 
|

SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT OF WATER DIVERSPN AND USE
I

ll the inlormation below is inaccurate, please line it out in red and provide cunent ir{Jormation.

Notity this otlice if ownership or address changes occur during the coming yfar'

I

PLEASE COMPLETE AND RETURN THIS FoRM BY JULY 
1, 

1996.

OT'NER OF RECORD: EL DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT iI

tl

I

EL DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT S|TATEMENT NO: 3014323
2890 MOSQUTTO RD 

I

PLACERVILLE, CA 95557 
I

SOURCE: SLAB CREEK ll

TRIBUTARY TO: SOUTH FORK AI"IERICA}I RIVER TETEPHONE NIIMBER:
coUNrY: EL DORADO tlsre I 622-45t4
DI\TERSION IEAR OF FIRST USE: 1-889

W'ITHIN: SW% OF NE% SECTION 28, T12N, R12E, MB&M. NO:

A. Water is u'sed under: Riparian claim .= ; Pre 1914 right X r ;Other (explain

Diversions made to Surunerfield h (Swansboro)
B. Year of first use (Please provide if missing above)

C. Amount oi Use:-'ghi6r'tne Lmount of water used each month. lf monthly and annual usei not known, check the months in

which waler was used.

{ . Amountg below are: r tr GallPns, E Acre-feet

YEAR. JAN
'l
FEB. 'fvfnn. APR. MAY JUNE JULY AUG. SEPT NOV.

TOTAL
DEC ANNUAL

D. Purpose of Use

lrrigation "'Yes
Other (soecifv)

Changes in Method of Diversion

lf part of the water listed in Part C consists of reclaimed or polluted water, please

or polluted water in the space below. 
NONE

I dectare u4der penalty of periury lhat the information in this report is true to the best of my and belief,

DATED: June 26 ,31 Placerville California

SIGNATURE:

PRINTED NAME:

tr (other)

the annudfifibrrrtp.
o=s

Yq+,
(/i f\)o

' 119 3 I

19 4g 0 2l' X X X x 0 0
I

ol o 14 t3

19 s0 0 0 0 X x X X X xll o n 19 00

pu

oose of Use - Specify number of acres irrigated, stock watered, persons Served, etc.

3119p ...Yes unknown* . ,acreS; StockwateringYes unknohtn ; DomeStic -
er(specify) Dept. of'Fiih & Game Finnon Lake -facrility for recre

rnges in Method of Diversion - Describe any changes in your project since your prev

np, enibrged diversion dam, location ofldiversion, etc.)

.'
ne^l
ion ,&rf inshing acQiv

P(o< (rr,
s statemeqbv,vqa filed. (\et

>'= ,S 'lr:J-.- r-
-o.t %r'

-

?-*, "'r,'

ities

i'>
V-{:"tl

"dE__

(FIRST NAME) (M. NAME)

El Dorado Irrisation District
(LAST NAME)

wR4Gt (4196)



.t sr.tr323

If*u/fdfi[ flfiir11tiurr

FEB 2I PN 3. OO

. qr wAi[n RlOl.tTS

ST,TTE OFCALIFORNIA
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS
STATEMENT OF WATBR DIVERSION AT{D

ntis statemen, ,ff';fr8.'W;:#i:;'#i1;:rry wriuen in iru..

A. Narne of person diverting water. DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT (E

2890 Mo

Nante of body of water at point of cliversion Slab creek

Tributary to .F. Americah River

of use in units-, such as acres of each crop irigated, average number of
of stock watered, et<;.

i'
li

S
S

U

B.

c.

E

F.

D. prace 
'r 3r'[;tr3?'Siiy4oa nr l/4 Section 28 ,Township -jlof-,Range

,1., }D B&M,
El Dorado County, and locdte it on a print from a U.S.G.S. quad or makb a

sketch on the section grid on the reverse side with regard to section lines prominent local

landmarks. Name of

Do you own rhe land at rhe point of diversion ? .yES tr NO 6
capacity of d.iversion works 10 S;:T:H#ffd capacity of storage

Type of diversion facility: Gravity x , pumf_
Nb"s ffHiL

Method of measurement: weirlt , Flume 

-, 
ElectricMiter_, water P5timg19 _

G. state guantity of walgr usgl each month in gdteNsoracre-feet

lf nronthly and annual use are not known, crreck months in which water used. State extent
srg,efved, number

H.

L

Annual water use in recent years: Maxirnunr 2.000 Minimum

Purpose of use (what water is being used for) rrrigation, stockwaterirlg , f ishery

desire)

Year of first use as nearly as known 1

NarDe, of person filing statentellt Ron Jones

J.

K.

L.

POSitiOn: Director, Operations & Maintenance
ZegO Mo

Ad&ess: Pl"..r"ttt". CA g5 lephone: r (916) 622-4513

I declare under penalty of perjury that the abave is rrue and correct to the best of my and belicf

,LSZL ,at Placerville California

EID

il
enhancernent (Finnon Lake operated bv CDF&G) . ll

General description or location of place of use (use sketch of section grid onlrev.erse if you

See Inslmctions ort Rever.sc SidpwR40(s,9r)

FORoot6R2



t.

grid. If it
rer land-

isThe location of the diversion point and the place of u
used, please enter the section(s), township and range
marks that will assist in,identifying the area.

L2E
N

y be sketched on this section g
' and show any streams or othe

,{

+P

wtlN

Section

I

I

[-r- - -lllt /

/;It
| - -r- -

I

I

E

AP
OF

28

I

I

I

\
)

:\

I

I

.--- -1

t\-_

I

I

/r/l
I

I

I

I

_ _ _t_ _
I

I

'l
I

28

PROXIMATE POINT
DIVERSION

Township =1"" ,2 N ,; Range

INSTRUCTIONS:

A separate statement should be filed for each point

A duplicate copy will be returned for your file.

Please send the completed statement to: State W
Division
P.O.B

; MD B&M

Resources Conrol Board
Water Rights
000

. cA 95812-2000S



SLATE MTN AUADRANGLE
CALIFORNIA_I DORADO CO. :

7.5 MINUTE SER
SW/4 SADOLE M

s (roPocRAPHrc) j
15'OUAORANCLE \O

i 20"3 7',30"
38"52

:
n
a

?

440 00(
FE ET

APPLICIANT .

.D.f vEqstoN wtrHtN.d{4/. ..tl4..N.tr. . ..t/4 0F
..-\ ''::.,, sEcrtoN .IV. .;r.le N. .,R.l.2,F..,.M, .BaM

, goury.Iy oF . F t po nc^Ao
r;,, :t.s.G:.s. euod.:5lat.g .llin , . . Mop coae 6.58. .. i..i';,'.1-l

.Ji.Llt94. . conrour Intervot . .1?.'

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ,.'i

.STATE HATER RESbURCES CONTROL EOAhD
DIVISION OF I{ATER RIGHTS

EEB.t*r{s.TFi.E(yF.Nti. . .s:.1323

olArfl 8Y:



3. Quantification Methods and Future
As noted above, EID has entered into an agreement with

which specifically defines the future operations at Weber
which incorporates the "weber creek Flow and Restoration plan.,,

EID to undertake the following activities:

o Maintein s minimrrm storage pool of 200 acre_feet to allow
release throughout the year;

. Maintain a minimum instream flow throughout the year
forrnul4 except as provided above;

o Maintain a specified ramping rate for Reservoir releases:

o Install steamJlow gages upstream and downsteam of W
device to measure Reservoir elevafions:

' Develop and implement guidelines for Reservoir operators:

' Establish and maintain a website for reporting Reservoir

Perform at least one..pulse flow" event, as defined and to

Perform macroinvertebrate monitoring in Weber Creek do
Reservoir.

SWRCB approval will be required to implement several

creek Flow a.'rd Restoration plan. kr particular, EID will need to
places and purposes of use under License No. 2rg4, and will need to
Reservoir as a point of rediversion under the License. EID has

for change @xhibit 5), which it intends to file by the end of 2004.
have some form of understanding or agreement with the USBR on a
Act contract prior to filing its petition for change with the swRCB.

itoring,

State of California

The Agreement,

ibit 50 requires

ofa I cfs

to a specific

Reservoir, and a

extent feasible; and

of Weber

of the Weber

the authorized

Folsom

a draft Petition

would like to

-tenn Wa:ren



lll. Environmental Review
EID is currently anallzing the appropriate scope and level vironmental

review required to execute a long-term warren Act contract with the BR. For
purposes of compliance with the califonria Environmental euality (CEQA), ErD
will be the lead agency. The USBR wilr need to comply with the N
Policy Act (NEPA) prior to executing the long-term wanen Act
conversations, the usBR has indicated that it wilr expect EID to
prepared) the appropriate NEpA document. @xhibit 57). EID is
the appropriate level of cEeA and NEpA environmental review.

Environmental

In previous

(or cauie to be

y evaluating

31


